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Individual Tree Recommendations:

After personally inspecting and measuring the trees around
Kids Kingdom Playground, Parking Lot and Drive from the
ground; these are the Professional Opinions of myself (see
Field Work Sheets Appendices 1), Wade Coshatt and Lee
Haymes (Aerial Inspection Appendices 2.)

1. Prune out crossing branches and girdling roots.
2. Prune out crossing branches and girdling roots.

3. Cut out girdling roots, cable and brace co-dominate
stems. Soil drench root zone with Merit each spring for tip
borers.

4, Deadwood

S. Deadwood, reduce crown, cable and brace as the tree is
in the playground.
6. Remove large limb due to pocket of decay, deadwood,

cable limbs as the tree is in the playground. Bacterial flow is
present. This needs to be identified.

7. Deadwood

8. Deadwood, cable. Tree is 45 feet from Kids Kingdom
bathrooms.



9. Deadwood. Bacterial flow is present. This needs to be
identified.

10. Deadwood. Tree is 50 feet from Kids Kingdom.

11. Deadwood and remove stubs. 47 feet from Kids
Kingdom. 2 major roots have decay opposite the playground.
The tree is leaning towards the playground. Drill roots to find
extent of decay. Recommendations will be determined by
drill findings.

12. REMOVE TREE. See Field Work Sheet Appendices
1-#12 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2- #12

13. Deadwood.
14. Deadwood.

15. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheet Appendices
1-#15 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#13.

16. REMOVE TREE sce Ficld Work Sheet Appendices
1-#16 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#16.

17. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#17 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#17.

18. Deadwood.
19. Remove large limb.
20. Clean up stubs and sprouts.

21. Clean up stubs and sprouts



22. Raise crown and clean.

23. REMOVE TREE see Ficld Work Sheets Appendices
1-#22,

24, REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#24.

25. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#25.

26. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#26.

27.  REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#27.

28. Deadwood.
29. Deadwood.

30. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#30 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#30.

31. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheets Appendices
1-#31 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#31.

32. Remove weight over the road and deadwood. This will
just be buying time because this tree will soon have to go.
See Field Work Sheet Appendices 1-# 32 and Aerial
Inspection Appendices 2-#32.



33. Deadwood. Drill trunk to find extent of decay.
Recommendations will be determined by drill findings.

34. Deadwood. Drill to find extent of decay.
Recommendations will be determined by drill findings.

35. REMOVE TREE or continue to deadwood yearly
because this tree is in decline. See Field Work Sheets
Appendices 1-#35 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#35.

36. REMOVE TREE see Field Work Sheet Appendices
1-#36 and Aerial Inspection Appendices 2-#36.

37. Deadwood.
38. Prune to remove decay.

39.  Deadwood. Drill to find extent of decay.
Recommendations will be determined by drill findings.



General Recommendations For All Trees:

Parking Under The Trees;

All parking under the trees should be stopped. I suggest that Posts
and chains be installed on both sides of the road, as well as the
parking lot. This will stop people from parking in the shade and
compacting the soil over the tree roots. This compaction is slowly
killing the trees around Kids Kingdom. This should stop cars from

being damaged by falling limbs.

This is what it looked like on Sunday 16 Sept 2012



This was the other side of the road.

Relieving Root Compaction;

Measure from the trunk to the drip line of each tree and divide the
number by 2. Now using the amount, measure from the drip line
outward and from the drip line inward. This is the amount of area
to treat. Drill 2 inch holes, 8 inches deep 2 1/2 feet apart on lines 2
1/2 feet apart and apply 6 oz Dichard Root Reviver in each hole
and cover. Measure the area and apply 60 pounds Diehard Reviver
per 1000 feet square. Dichard Root Reviver can be bought from,
Criss Shaw

Tree Care Products

P.O. Box 1644

Bristol, TN 37621

Mulch;
Spray out the grass under the drip line with Round Up and cover
with 4 inches of mulch. Use a mulch that will not wash.



Erosion;
Lay erosion cloth in eroded ditch and cover with rock to form a dry
creek. :

Pruning;

All pruning shall be according to ANSI A300 (Part]) 2001 Pruning and Best
Management Practices Tree Pruning. All pruning must be done so as to
leave the branch collar. In the past the trees have been flush cut causing
decay pockets. All trees will be climbed using a rope/saddle, bucket truck or
crane. NO CLIMBING SPIKES. In the past spikes were used and pockets
of bacterial activity still exist in the trees.



Glossary:

Brace -- Refers to drilling a hole through co dominant stems and
screwing a lag threaded rod through the holes with a washer and
nut on each end. |

Cable — Attaching a cable 1/3 from the top so as to keep a limb
from coming all the way to the ground if the [imb was to fail.

Compaction — Compressing soil particles together, cars etc so that
air and water can not get into the soil.

Crown Raising — Crown raising shall consist of the removal of the
lower branches of a tree to provide clearance.

Diehard Reviver — An organic compound to strengthen roots in
time of drought.

DBH — The diameter of a tree at 4 4 feet from the ground.

Deadwood — Deadwood shall consist of removing all dead wood 1
inch or more in diameter,

Drill to find the extent of decay — The process of drilling 3 or more
holes in a tree with a 12 inch fully fluted 1/8 inch drill bit. You
drill beside the cavity on each side and a hole directly behind the
cavity.

Dripline — Outside edge of limbs.

Girdling roots - Roots growing around the tree and constricting
sap flow.



Appendices 1
Field Work Sheets



Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: ‘
Map/Location: _i + { i + 1 = 3
_ - ‘ Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating
Data: inspestor: Immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARAGTERISTICS
Tree #: ! species: _ (Pt ’\.M/\,‘x‘d\ _(-q}/i;\iﬂf‘ o
D @iﬁ&{_ #of trunks: Mae M Height: - 257 sprea: 23_{_2_3’1
Form: [ﬂ»géﬁé}ally symmetric  [Jminor asymmetry [} major asymmetry [ stump sprout L1 stag-headed
i Crowngtass: O dominant  {Jco-dominant (O intérmediate Dsupbressed
Live crown ratio: 2{2 Yo Ageclass:  [young Elﬁr/ni-maturﬁ Llmature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning histery:  [J crown cleaned (1 excessively thinned {7 topped U crown raised L. pottarded [ crown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
Linone [} multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: '.i-;lrsﬁ./ecémen ("] heritage/histeric |l wildfife ["Junusual O sireettree [screen [lshade [lindigenous {1 protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color  dnormal | Jchiorotic Tnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N ~ Growth sbstructions:

Foliage density: [1normal [ .]sparse Leafsize: [dnormat LJsmall | Istakes {[fwire/ties [lsigns [Jcables
Annual shoot growth:  [excellent [Javerage lpoor Twig Dieback? Y N (Jeurbv/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development:  [Jexcellent [average (Jlpoor [Jnone Clother

Vigorclass:  Llexcellent [Javerage Ufair  [Jpoor
Maijor pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: [Jresidence [ lcommercial [lindustrial Clpark [Tlopenspace [Tnatural ) woodtandviorest

Landscape type: Lliparkway [lraisedbed [lcontainer [Imound Ullawn i shrubborder [ wind break
Imigation: {“inone |ladequate [linadequate Tlexcessive  ['Jtrunk wettled '

Recent site disturbance? ¥ N [construction U soil disturbance {gradechange [Otineciearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lited? Y N
% driplire w/ 1ill soll: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 350-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: L.1drainage [l shallow [compacted [ droughty saline D alkatine Ulacidic (3 small volume O disease center [ history of fail
{iclay [lexpansive {slope aspech .

Obstructions: [1lhights [3signage [Jline-of-sight [lview [Joverhead lines [underground utitities [ltrafic [0 adjacentveg. [
Exposure to wind: (I single tree [ below canopy [ Jabove canopy [Irecently exposed TJwindward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snow/ice storms  Unever  [lseldom [ regularly

TARGET ‘

Use Under Tree: (Jbuiding [Jparking Ltraffic lpedestrian [ recreation fDiandscape Dha;dscape [small features [ utility lines

Cantarget ba moved? Y N Can use be restricted? Y N

Qrcupancy: [;‘TJ’ﬁa-:Esional use | lintermiftentuse [lirequentuse [Jconstantuse

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responstbility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspecirootrot: ¥ N Mushmum!cunkfhracketpres‘an!: Y N 1D;

Exposed roots: [ severs Iﬁ{derate Ulow Undermined: [isevers [Imoderale Cllow

Rootpruned: ________ distance from trunk Hool area affected: _______ % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted raot area:  [lsevere [Imoderate low Potantial for roat failure: T severs Omoderate [TJiow
LEAN:
-Decay inplanegflean: Y N Roolsbraken Y N Soil cracking: Y N

deg. from vertical (Jnatural Connstural [ self-corrected Soil heaving; Y N

Campoundging factors: Lean severity: [dsevers (Jmoderate low

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defecls and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/iorks Fad)

Multipte attachments

Included bark i
Excessive end weight [

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling i

Wounds/seam M {

Decay

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Blzeding/sap flow

Loosefcracked bark

Nesting holefbee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/gallsthurls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Teee part most likely to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: ____ annual biannual other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);

j . - - ol 4 _T : - o
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating'31 -1§cigsign5a! :s:mz) i:Ierﬁ?tefl:i;::)

i + i ¢ 1 = 3 3 - trequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune; B/r;nove defective part [ reduce end weight [lcrown clean T3thin T raise canop? {(Jcrown reduce  [J restructure {1 shape

Cable/Brace: inspact further: Elrootcrown Oldecay Caerial £ monitor

Removeiree: Y N Repiace? Y N Movelarget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacent trees:  [dnone [evaluate

Notification: [Jowner [Dmanager Jgovering agency  Date:

COMMENTS - —
5 i ™ i H
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Site/Address: . HAZARD RATING: 3
. : i i -
Map/Location: * — =
pilLocation Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Qwner: public private unknown other Potential  of pant Rating - Rating
Date: Inspector: Immediate action needed
Date of tast iﬁsyection: Needs further inspection
Dead fres
TREE CHARACTERISTICS "
Tree #: . __ Species: (22 !‘Wuuujrgﬁv\ (_Jmukr‘«fq
DBH: 3}:1_ #oltrunks: _ \  Heightt _Z°S"  Spread: 249 £ 3
Farm:  [C] generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry "I major asymmetry [ 1stump 'sprﬁut il stag-headed
Crownclass: [l'dominant [co-dominant  [Jintermediale [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: %  Ageclass: [lyoung [Jsemi-mature [.imaiure [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: O crown cleaned (O excessively thinned [ topped Q crown raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced [l fiush cuts L1 cabled/braced
[Gnone [ Imultiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: .’%s/pecimen LI heritage/historic | wildiite [unusual [streettree [lscreen [shade [lindigenous [1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage cofer:  Inommal  Ulchlorotic [Unecrotic  Epleormics? Y N _ Growth abstructions:

Foliage density: [lnormal U sparse Leafsize: [Jpormal | Jsmall [stakes [Uwirefties [Osigns |71cables
Annual shoot growth:  [Uexceilent [Caverage [(Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement  {Jguards

Woundwood development:  Oexcellent [Taverage [Jpoor Cinone {1 other

Vigorglass: [Jexcelient [Tlaverage (fair  {1poor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS
Sile Character: [lresidence | fcommercial [ lindustrial [Jpark [Jopenspace [lnatural [woodlandvorest
Landscape type: Lliparkway [raisedbed Ulcontainer Uimound Ullawn T shrub border [ wind break

Irrigation:  [Taone | tadequate [linadequate [excessive |-ltrunk wettled
Recent site disturbance? Y N Llconstruction  [isoil disturbance [lgradechange [lineclearing [ site clearing

% dripling paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavemenl lifled? Y N

% dripline w/ till soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: - 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems: {Jdrainage [ shaliow [ compacted (] droughty [Jsaline [Jalkaline ! lacidic |]small volume [ disease center [[] hisiory of fail
Liclay [Jexpansive [slope »  aspect:

Obstructions: [llights [ signage [(Ciine-of-sight {lview U overheadlines L[underground utiliies [Jtraffic [ adjacentveg. U
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree [ below canopy [1above canopy [Jrecently exposed []windward, canopy edge L1 area prone to windthrow
Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snow/ice storms  Ulnever [l seldom [l reqularly

TARGET et

Use Undar Tree:  [building [ parking [T traffic Ijﬁestrian O recreation T landscape [ hardscape O small features [ utility lines
Can target be moved2—Y N Can use be restricted? Y N
Occupancy: E/o,c/c’a;onal use [lintermittentuse [lfrequentuse [1constant use

The International Seciety of Arbariculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrol: Y N Mushroom/conk/bracket present: ¥ N 10:

Exposed roots: [severe Clmoderate [low Undermined: [Isevere moderate low

Rootpruned: .. distance fromlrunk  Rootareaaflected: __ % Bullress wounded: ¥ N When:

Restricted rootarea: [Jsevere [moderate [llow  Potenlial forrool failure: [Jsevere [moderate [Jlow
LEAN: ___ deg fromvertical [Jnatural Clunnatwral self-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in planeoflean: Y N Rools broken Y N Soil cracking: ¥ N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: [Tsevere [ moderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individua! defects and rate their sevarity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROCT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow. sweap

Codominants/forks A M
Multipie attachments - i

Includad bark

Excessive end weight ¢
Cracks/splits '

Hangers

Girdling N

Wounds/seam {in
Decay i
Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
BorersAermites/ants
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely fo fail:  Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
lnspectionperfiod: ____ anmual biannual other Size of pari: 1-<6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);

3 - 18-30” (45-75 cm}; 4 - >307 (75 cm)
i Target rating: 1 - occasional usa; 2 intermitient use:
| = | * l = 3 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [(Zfemove defective part LT reduce end weight [lcrownclean [Jthin  [Jraise canop® [Jcrown reduce  [J restructure [ shape

Failure Potentiat + Size of Parl + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Catie/Brace: : Inspect further: Olrootcrown Tidecay aeral [ monitor

Removetree: ¥ N Beplace? Y N Movefargel: Y N Cther:

Effect on adjacent trees:  [rome O evaluate

Notification: owner [Umanager [Jgoverningagency . Dale:

COMMENTS
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD E VALUATION F ORM 2nd Edition

Sita/Address: HAZARD RATING:

Map/Location: L ' _3_ + _le + l (a

Failure + Size + Target Hazard
Ownes: pubiic private unknaown other Potential  of part Rating Rating

Immediate action needed
Needs further inspection

Date: __________ Inspectos;

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree £ :3 Specles: f.‘_')‘m?f\-e J R |

oei: 1Y #ottrunks: 7 Height MY Spread: £33 3¢

Form:  [Srgenerally symmetric (3 minor asymmetry 1 major asymmetry  [stump sproul Ll stag-headed

Dead tree

Crownclass: ) dominant  [Jco-domainant  Eriftermediate [ suppressed
Livegrownratioo % Ageclass: [Jyoung Mmature [imature L) over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned U excessively thinned {1 topped ggCrown raised I pollarded [ crown reduced [ flush cuts L.l cabled/braced
[Tnone ["1multipie pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Valtue: mimen (] heritage/historic (1 wildlife [lunusual [ streettree [Jscreen Clshade (indigenous [l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: =formal  [lchlorotic  [necrotic Epicormics? Y N _ Growth gbsiructions:

Faliage density: Elacfmal L]sparse Lealsize; [lnormal  1lsmaill {Istakes [Jwireties (lsigns [ Jcables
Anpual shoot growth:  {_texcellent IME Cipoor  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jeurb/pavement  [Jguards

Woundwood development: Dexcei!ent IE’ave/rage Lipoor Tlnone [ other

Vigorclass:  (Jexcellent [Zl—a(em/ge Clfair [ poor Q O

Majar pests/diseases: Q—-LN—E— %?’LX-{—# AJ{; ~ | ”\L‘—hiﬁ QE‘;M

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler; [Jresidence | lcommercial  {.]industrial fﬂ‘;a(rk . Jopenspace [lnatural [Jwoodland\forest

Landscape tyWarkway Ulraised bed L container  Limound [éhm/n (33 shrub border [ wind hreak
Irrigation: LTadequate Uinadequate [Dexcessive [ trunk wettled

Recent site disturbance? Y /N [lconmstruction Ulsoil disturbance lgradechange Dllineclearing (3 site clearing

% driplineg paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fifl sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% '
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ draipage {7 shallow "] compacted (I droughty [ Isaline [lalkatine {1acidic [7small volume [ disease center [ history of fait
+Clay [lexpansive [Jslope aspect: .

Obstructions: [iights Clsignage [lline-of-sight Ulview [Joverhead lines [Junderground uhilities {Tiraffic 7] adjacent veg. [l
Exposure to wind: [single tree  [Jbelow canopy [ labove canopy [recently exposed Jwindward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms  [Jnever Diseldom  (Jregutarly
P
TARGET -z

L

Use Under Tree: (D buitding [ parking [ traffic E‘T/edestnan { recreation Dlandscape Ul hardscape [ small features [ utility lines

Can targe! e moved? Y N Can use be restricled? Y N
Dccupaney: Eﬁicnai use [ Jintermittentuse [requentuse  [lcenstant use

The international Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk/arackel present: Y NI

Exposed roots: [ severe .@@raie Cliow Undermined: [Jsevere [Omoderate [llow

Root pruned: _______ distance from trunk Raoot area affected: % Butlress wounded: Y N When:

Restricled rootarea: [ 1severe (Omoderate (Jlow  Polential for roof failure: [Tseversa [lmoderate  [low
LEAN: ____ _ deg. from vertical Dnatqral Cunnatural [ self-corrected Soil heaving: Y N
Decayin plane of fean: Y N Roolsbroken Y N Sni]cracklng: Y N

Compounding factors: Leansaverity: [Jsevere [lmoderate Olow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOYT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poar taper

Bow. sweep

Codominants/forks -

M
Multiple atachments ' : /V\
tncluded bark M

Excessive end weight ' 5

Cracks/spiits

Hangars

Girdling i

Wounds/seam i
Decay : i
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/hracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/siubs .
BorersAermites/ants |
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fail: Failure potential: 1 -low; 2 - mediumn; 3 - high: 4 - severe
inspection period: _________ annual biannual other Size of part: 1- <6” (15 em}; 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm):

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75 cm)

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1 - occasianal use: 2 intermittent use:

3 v D | = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prung: (U remove defective part Dreduce\end weight Eﬂlcrown clean [lthin [Traise canopf [Jcrown reduce [ restructure J shape
Cabie/Brace: {{eoto Coo Aombay ?!-9 Sdena Inspect further: O rootcrown Jdecay Taerial (0 monitor

Removetres: ¥ N Replace? Y N Movetargel: Y N Other:

Efiect on adjacenl traes: (none [ evaiuate

Notificatien: [Jowner .L1manager [Jgovemningagency  Date;

COMMENTS _ — - _ e
CQUL guﬁ; G; vggy(wg) gw,_'(& f e \c‘\ﬁ e dominste ‘bst””"\




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard rees in Urban Areas

THEE HAZAHD E VAL UATION FORM 2nd Edition

Site/Address: ' HAZARD RATING:

L2y /

Failure + Size + Ta?i;et Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating

Imimediate action needed
Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Map/Location:

nou

Date: Inspector:

Date of iast inspection:

TREE CHARACGTERISTICS
Tree #; l:f Species: M-T{'.—‘ﬁa ?‘Wl .
DBH: 227 Wottunks: __ ) Height 153 Spread: Y9 Ei’?

Form: [ Fgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry  [lstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crownclass [0 dominant (Jco-dominant  [Jintermediale {7} suppressed
Live crown ratie: & Yo Ageclass: [Jyoung ™ Llsemi-mature Llmature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruaing history: [ crown cleaned (] excessively thinned = topped {g) crown raised [l pollarded Ol crown reduced {1 fiush cuts LI cabled/braced
{3 none [ multiple pruning events  Approx. dates: ‘

Special Value: . Ispecimen [ heritageshistoric {wildfife (JJunusual (Jstreettree [lscreen [lshade [lindigenous L1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH -

Foliage color:  tTiormal  {Jlchtorotic Tlnecrotic  Epicermics? Y N _ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: [Jnormal L sparse Leafsize: [lnormal [Jsmall |stakes [wirefties [Tlsigns []cables
Annual shoo! growth:  [_] excellent mge Cipoor  Twig Dieback? Y N (1 curb/pavement [ guards

woundwood development. [ excellent verage  [lpoor [nane Ul other

Vigor ¢lass: L excellent mage Ultair  [Ipoor '

Major pests/dissases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (lresidence [ lcommercial  [Liindustrial park [lopenspace [lnatural [Jwocdlanddorest

Landscapetype: Llparkway (Jraisedbed Ulcontainer Climound Ullawn Tl shrubborder [ wind break
iigation: (Drnone  1ladequate [([linadeguate [lexcessive  Lltrunk wettled '
Recent site disturbance? Y N Llconstruction [7Jsoil disturbance [ lgrade change {lineclearing  Llsite clearing

% drigline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Pavementlifted? Y N

% dripiine wj fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75100%

Soil probiems: [ drainage [ shallow [ compacted (7] droughty Llsaline L1alkaline Ulacidic ) smali volume [ disease center {1 history of fail
Liclay [Jlexpansive [Jslope °  aspect .

Obstructions:  (llights O signage [fline-of-sight (lview [Joverhead fines [l underground utifities [ traffic [ adjacent veg. U4
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree [ below canopy [ above canapy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direstion: Occurrence of snow/ice storms  [Jnever  [lseldom U regularly

TARGET e

Use Under Tree: Ol buiiding D parking LJtraffic T2 pedest;i(ag“ Pfrecreation Jlandscape [Jhardscape Ulsmall features [ utility lines
Can targe! he moved? Y @;’ Can use be restricted? Y kﬁ/ //

Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  {Jintermittentuse [ 1frequent use El/constanluse

The International Saciety of Arbericuiture assumes no responsibiity for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.
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TREE DEFECTS

ROOT BEFECTS:
Suspect root rut:@ﬂ_ Mushroom/conk/bracket presant; Y@ 19;
Exposed roofs: [ severe Bmdderate {Tiow Undermined: [lsevere [Jmoderate Tiow

Footpruned: __ _ distance from trunk Roatareaaffecied: _ % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

Reslricted root area: [severe T moderats ow  Pofenlial for reol failure:  Olsevere Dimoderate  Ulow

I.EAH:i&_ deg. from vartical Mumi (] unnatural C]self-corrected Soil heaving: Y@

Decay in plane of lean; Y @:J Roots brokan Y @ Soi_l cracking: Y @

Compounding fagtors: ' Leanseverity:  [severe [Clmoderate [Diow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defacts and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = jow)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper )

Bow, sweap

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight .

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam i

Decay

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/brackst

Bleeding/sap flow

Logse/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs F’i | 1

BarersAsrmites/ants

Cankers/galis/burls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING —
Tree part most fikely to fail: _ 5 an 3 W brancles Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medigm: 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: annual biannual other Size of part: 1- <8 (15 cm); 2 - 618" (1545 em);

3 - 18-30"{45-75 cm}; 4 - 30" (75 cm)
. . Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
\ P N M= i 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Prune: Bre/move defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrownclean Ithin [ raise canopf Dlcrown reduce T restructure 11 shape

CaniefSrace; inspaet further: (iroot crown 3 decay erial [ monitor

Py

Remaove tree: Y él(/ Replace? Y N Move larget: Y@// Other:

tffect on adjacentirees: [none [Jevaluate

Notification: [lowner [Omanager (Jgoverningagency — Date:

COMMENTS

‘ ¢ i ¢
C,ie*\,\. D cL xéu s OO
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Sﬁe‘fmd rass: Hmﬂn RAT‘HG:

- 2—, 2 4 . X
Map/Location: - - £3

Fatlure + Size + Target = Hazard
Qwner: pubtic private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating
Date: ____ Inspecior: -7lmmediate action needed
Date of last inspection: - Needs further inspection
' Dead tree

TREE BHARAGTERIST!E
Tree#: _ 5 Species: SSL ka o

i

DBH: —\1—‘-[—2‘ 2 s ottrunke: __ Height: F€2  spread; 4 A N5~
A genwmc [ minar asymmetry %symmetry [ stump sprout 1l stag-headed

Crawn class: dominant [Jco-dominant  Cintermediate  [Jsuppressed -
Live crown satlo: 7 SS— % Ageclass: Dlyoung [llsemi-mature [Efature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: L] crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped I;I crown raised [1pollarded {1 crown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
[(Tnore [} multiple pruning events  Approx. dates: ) :

Special Value:  “specimen [Tl heritage/istoric wildlife [ uauswal [ strest tree £ screen Eiﬁe Cindigenous [ 1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH _

Foliage color:  “3Pormal  [ichlorotic Onecrotic  Epicormics? Y N . Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: [Jnormal MSE -eaf size: [ normal m |_tstakes [lwiresties [lsigns  [7lcables
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent nge [rpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N [(Geurb/pavement Tl guards

Woundwood development: [ excelfent %& [Jpoor [Jnone [ other

Vigorciass: | dexcelient [Javerage air  [lpoor

Major pests/diseases: ‘

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [lresidence [ lcommercial [ lindustrisi E¥park [lopenspace [Mlnaturat O woodiand\orest

Landscape type: parkway  [lraisedbed L[Jcontainer [mound Ullawn 71 shrubborder £ wind break

Irrigation:  Ehone | Tadequate {linadeguate [Dexcessive  [lirunk wettled
Recent site disturbance? Y N [ Jconstruction [ soil disturbance  [Clgrade change iineclearing [T site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% S0-75% 75-100% Pavement fifted? Y N

%, dripline w/ Hil soil: 0% 10-26% 25-50% 30-75%  75-100%

% dripiine grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Scil problems: | drainage [ shallow [ compacted Ul droughty Ul safine Llalkaline U acidic (1 smail volume (3 disease cenier (T history of faii
Wl%; Ulexpansive {]slope ®  aspect:

Obstructions: [llights [Jsignage [Clline-of-sight Liview ©[loverhead lines [underground utilities [Otraffic O adjacentveg. [
Exposure to wind: [lsingle tree [ below canopy [Jlabove canopy [recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowsfice storms  [pever  [Jseldom  [Jregularly

TARGET < < e, -
tse Under Tree: Bﬁiding (1 parking [ traffic Elédestrian I?l’?gcreaiion Lllandscape [hardscape (Jsmall features [ utility fines

Cantargel be moved? Y @; €an use be rastricted? Y @
Occupancy:  [Doccasional use [ intermitientuse [ frequent use [Zeonistant use

The International Society of Arborieultiure assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.
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TREE DEFECTS .

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspec! root ral:(pr N Mushroom/cank/bracket prasant: Y@ 1D:

Exposed roots:  [severs O moderate Ulow Undarmined: [Isevers [ Imaderaie [low
Rootpruned: _____ __ distance from lrunk Hoot area affectad: % Buttress wounded; Y N When:

Reslricted root area:  [lsevere [Umoderate Olow Potential for root faiture:  DOsevere O moderate Dlow
o
LEAN: L-L deg. from vertical  Zhmtural  Olunnatural [ self-corrected Sail heaving: Y N

Decayin plane of lean; Y(’N’ Roolsbroken Y (5~ Soil cracking: Y&

Compounging factors: Leanseverityy [severs [moderate [low

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper .

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks

Mudtiple attachments

Included bark >

Excessive end weight 4

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow

Logse/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs ' |

Borersftermites/ants

Cankers/nalisihurls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING :
Tree part most likely to fail: Failure potentiai: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: _________ annual biznnual other Size of part: ; ?g"sg‘?(:g"?sz N 5)'1?; (l;]di;;“gm)
. . : " . - 18- -19 cm); 4 -
Faiture Potential + Size of Part + Targei Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1 - accasional use: 2 intermittent use:
I L‘l = Q ‘ 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (I remove defective part [Ireduce end weight Clcrownclean [Jthin [ raise canopf Clcrownreduce [ restructure [ shape

a2

Cabie/Brace; _{A & Inspect turther: Clroot crown Odecay Taeriai ] menitor

i -
Remove tree: Y@t’ Replace? Y N Movelarget: Y @ Other:

Effect on adjasent trees:  [none  Lievaluate

Motification:  [Jowner [ manager [Jgoverning agency  Dale:

COMMENTS ) _ - i ——
; . 3 i B . - . S £<
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=, A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

Lo, TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 25 esiion

Site/Address: . HAZARD RATING:

Map/Lacation: ' ‘ _f)_._ + ? o H D

Failure + Size + Targst Hazard
Qwner: public privaie unknown other Potential . of part Rating fAating

Z/Immediate action needed
Needs further inspection
Dead treg

Date: ___ _ Inspector:

Date of fast inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS — . e
Tree £: Z%Q . Spesiaes: %90{ ﬂu& 7] &z& cg‘/?v\{
pat: 285 7 ¢ ot trunks: _\ Height: B3 Spread: “73_4 SO+

Form: L) generally symmetric CHfinor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout Ll stag-headed

Crownclass:  [J dominant  [Jco-dominant  [Jintermediate (71 suppressed =
Livecrownsatic: ___ % Ageclass: [lyoung [} semi-my mature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned O excessively thinned (2 topped [ggcrown raised [lpotlarded [ crown reduced {1 flush cuts L] cabled/braced
{Inone [ multiple pruning events  Approx. dates: '

Special Value: “Ispecimen [lheritageshistoric [lwildiife [“lunusual [Dstreettres [Dscreen [lshade (Jindigenous [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage celor: '-;%;rmai [LJchlpratic  [Jnecrotic  Epicormics? @ N ~ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: [ normal Ms/pzrse teaf size:  Tlnormal  Edsmall 'stakes [iwireties [dsigns 1lcables
Annual shoot growth:  [lexcellent [laverage [Jpoor Twig Dieback? ¥ N [Jeurb/pavement  {Jguards

Woundwood development:  Ulexcefient [laverage (lpbor Ulnone D other

Vigorclass:  [lexcellent El—ﬁe(rage Cair  [Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: , '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Jresidence | lcommerscial [ lindustrial [Ipark [Jlopenspace [ natural Dwond!and\f.orest

Landscape fype: /‘A‘"parkway Uiraisedbed tUlcontainer LClmound lawn T shrubborder L[ wind break
Irrigation: {_#lone  [ladequate (Jinadequate [lexcessive L trunk wettled '
Recent site disturbance? Y N Ulconstruction  [Jsoli disturbance  [Igrade change  [llineclearing £ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-80% S50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-80% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems: E,j}mfnage t)shallow ] compacted [.1droughty UJsaline [1alkaline Tacidic () small velume [ disease center 1 history of fai
iZclay [Gexpansive [slope " aspect: -

Obstructions: [lights [Dsignage (line-of-sight {lview [overheadlines [underground utilities [Jtraffic |7l adjacent veg. (7
Exposure to wind: [single tree | below canopy [ labove canopy L[] recently exposed [lwindward, canopy edge [ area prone o windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowyice storms  [never [Tlseldom (Tl regularly
TARGET =

Use Under Tree: @’Duiﬁng /Elparking {Jtraffic E‘]ﬁe/strian I’Zﬁeﬁeation Tllandscape [lhardscape [Clsmallfeatures [ utility lines
=%

Can targel be moved? Y A Can use be restricted? Y {N_/ /

Qccupancy: [ oecasional use  [Jintermittent use [ frequent use constant use

The International Society of Arhariculture assumes ng responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
'ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rok; 0!\1 Mushroom/eonk/bracket present: Y N 1D:
Exposed roois: [lsevere [moderate flow Undermined: lsevere moderale Olow

Rootpruned: _ _ __ distance from frunk Root area afected: % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: (Isevere [Imoderate [Jlow  Potantial for root failure: Clsevere  Tlmoderate [ iow
LEAN: _______ deg.fromverticat [Jnatural lunnatural Oseli-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plang af lean; ¥ N Rootsbroken Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compaunding factors: Lean severity: [Jsevere [Imoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicaie presence of individual defscts and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low}

DEFECT RCOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Pogr taper .

Bow. sweep

Codominants/forks =

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight 4

Cracks/spiits

Hangers

Girgling

Wounds/seam

Decay S

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap ffow iy
Loose/cracked bark ‘
Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs il

Borers/ermites/ants
Cankers/galls/urls
Previous failurs

HAZARD RATING : S
Tree part most likely to faik: L:—i“x{‘z'& e L iy Failure potentiai: 1 - low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
(nspection period: _‘/;/ annual bannual other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm};

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 307 (75 cm)

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Targetrating: 1 - occasional use: 2 inter it use;

?ﬁ + 2 t Li’r = LG 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  Efémove defective part [reduce end weight [lcrownclean thin [ raise canopP [ crown reduce (O restructure £ 7shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: [ root crown %ay (Zhaerial O monitor
Remove tree: Y {N/ BReplace? Y N Move larget: Y Cp Dther:

Effect on adjacent trees:  Tinone [ evaluate

atificaiion: .D()wrser U manager [Jgoverning agency ~ Dale:

COMMENTS i
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 24 cion

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: _ + 4 5 - <
Failure + Size + Target = Hazrd
Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of pant Rating Rating
Date: Inspector; __ - immediatz action negded
Daze of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree#: _~7 _ Species: D,I (.'J’i@!kcf Py

o8 217 woltrumks: ' Heig l:_& spread: HS¥% HoO

Form; O generally symmetric [ minor aSymmetry' L1 major asymmetry  ["Istump sprout {7l stag-headed

‘Crownclass: [ dominant  [Jco-dominant  [Jintermediate [ suppressed . 5
Livecrownratic: ____ % Ageclass: [Jyoung Llsemi-mature LJmature [ over-matyre/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped Q crown raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced [ fush cuts LI cabled/braced
Clnone [ multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . Ispecimen [Tlheritage/nistoric [ Jwildiife LJunusual [Jstreettree [Jscreen [shade [lindigencus [1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: %mal i_ichlorotic inecrotic Epicermics? Y N . Growth obstructions:

Faliage densily: [normai |l sparse Leafsize: [Cnormal [dsml |istakes [Jwiretties (Osigns | Jcables
Annual shoot growth:  [_] excellent E’ﬁé}age Apoor  Twig Dieback? Y N {Jeurtvpavement [ quards

Woundwosd development: [ excellent Bde {lpoor Tl none [ other

Vigorclass: | Jexcellent raverage (Tlfair  [Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Charagter:  Oresivence | lcommercial [ lindustrial  [=Park  |Jopenspace [lnatural £ woodlandvorest

Landscape typa: parkway [(lrsisedbed [Jcontainer [lmound [e!’iﬁ 1 shrub border |3 wind hreak

lerigation:  [#¥7none | Jadequate [linadequate [Texcessive Ll trunk wettled

Recent site disturbance? Y N Lliconstruction [Jsoil disturbance [Jgradechange [liineclearing [l site cleaving

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% Lripline w/ {ifi seil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered; 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil probiems: | drainage U shallow [7J compacted (] droughty [lsatine {Jatkaline |1acidic [} small volume [ disease canter [ history of fail
iZelay  [Oexpansive (slope °  aspect:

Obstructions:  [llights [lsignage Llline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead fines [underground utilities [traffic (Tl adjacent veg. [}
Exposure 1o wind: [Jsingle tree  {Jbelow canopy [ labove canopy [TJrecently exposed [lwindward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Qcurrence of snowdice storms [never  [rseldom [0 regularly

TARGET _ l
Use Under Tree:  lbuilding T parking O teafiic £ pedestidan Wn Olandscape [Ihardscape ([ smalifeatures (3 utility fines
Cantargel De moved? Y N Can use be restricied? Y N

Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  [Jintermittent use  [frequentuse T constant use

The Internaticnal Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or tecommendations derived from usz of this form. |



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot; N Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y @ i
Exposedroots:  [Jsevere [ moderate E}‘lﬁ Undermined: [lsevere [moderata llow

Roelpruned: _ distance from trunk Hootarsaaffected: __ % Bultress wounded: Y N = When:

Restricted root area:  [lsevere moderate Tllow  Potentfal for root failure:  [Jsevere Omoderate Ullow
- &

!.EAH:LZ__ deg. {rom vertical E—‘B{uml Clonnatural ] self-corrected Soilheaving: Y N

Becay in plane of leanm; Y @D Rogts broken Y @ Soi_l cracking: Y@

Campounding factors: Lean severity: [Isevere [Imoderate £llow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper -

Bow, sweep ..

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight L d

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling
Wounds/seam
Decay |
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bieeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/lermites/ants
Cankers/galis/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING : }
Tree part most likely to fail; bapar e Failure potential: 1 -low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - savera
~ Inspection period: annual biannual other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 618" (15-45 cm):

, . ] . 3-18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >30" (75 ¢cm
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1- uccasignaf use: 2} inter:niﬁer(!t use: }

| ¥ [* ﬁé— - L 3 - frequent yse; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT :
Prune: m defective part (] reduce end weight [Jcrown clean Clthin [ raise canopf {Jcrownreduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspsct lurther: (Jroot crown [ decay  Eferial (O monitor
ﬁ‘“ 7
Remove tree: Y (// Replace? Y N Move largel: Y (y/ Dther

Effecl on adjacent trees: (Tlnone [ evaluate

Notification: [Jowner Tmanager [governing agency  Dats:

COMMENTS
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 214 st

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: > 2
Map/Location: /5 t ?-’ + =
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Owner: public private unkngwn .. other Potentizl  of part Rating Rating
Date: inspector: Immadiate action ngeded
Date of iast inspection: Needs furiner inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARAGTERISTICS -
Tres & _3_ Spacies: %L’Q\R\D&\{“\‘_ Py L/-LZ < lCé’i“fi

DBH: ;101” # of trunks: i—u Height _bé‘_ Spread: E\l&)_ﬁ[ o

Form: [} generally symmetric Fﬂ,m’iﬁr asymmetry ] major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [} stag-headed

Crownclass:  [J dominant M&hinam Dlintermediate [ suppressed s

Live crown ratio: %  Ageclass: [lyoung L)semi-mature lﬁm (] over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [l topped w crown raised [ pollarded {1 crown reduced {lflush cuts L] cabled/braced
(Jnone [}muitiple pruning events  Approx.-dates:

Special Value: Jspecimen []heritagesistoric [Jwildife [unusual [Jstreettree Llscreen [shade [Tindigenous | ] protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH
Foliage color:  =normal  [Jchlorotic  [lnscrotic  Epicarmics? Y N _ Growth obstructions:
Foliage density: [ normal Léﬁ;arse Lealsize: [Jnormal  l-tSmall [Tstakes [lwireties [Clsigns [lcables

Annuat shoot growth:  [Jexcellent average [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? @ N - (OJcurb/pavement  []guards

Woundwood develspment:  [excellent average [ Jpoor [Onone { othes

Vigorclass: [excellent [Jlaverage iaie  [poor

Maior pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characte: residence | lcommercial  [.lindustrial  [Jpark [lopenspace Ulnatural [ woodiandvorest
Landscape type: parkway (lraisedbed Ucontainer Ulmeound Ullawn [ shrubborder [ wind break
irrigation:  [fwBne | Jadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive 1) trunk wettled

Recent site disturbance? Y N Ulconstruction Ulsofl disturbance [lgradechange (llineclearing [l site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-753% 73-100% Pavemen| lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ till sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 580-75% 75-100% ’

% dripline grade l'uwerad: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems: :J‘Wzige (T shallow 17 compacted {71droughty [Jsaline [lalkaline (Jacidic {“ismall volume (3 disease center []history of fail
#tiay  [expansive [slope “  aspect -

Obstructions: [ltights Dsignage Ul ling-of-sight Ulview (Joverhead fines (underground utilities (Jtraffic (fadjacentveg. [
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree {3 below canopy (labove canopy [Jrecently exposed [windward, canopy edge "] area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direclion: Occurrence of snow/ice storms U never  [lseldom  [Dregularly

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building [ parking [Jtraffic [lpedestrian [ recreation {7landscape [1hardscape (O smalifeatures [ utifity lines

1

Can targei be moved? Y,{“’@/’ Can use be restricted? s.,_,N/
Occupancy: [Joccasional use [Jintermittentuse  firequentuse  [lconstant use

The International Society of Arboricuiturs assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recomnendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspeclruht ml:&) N Mushmnnﬂconmyunt Y@ 1D:
ow

Exposed roots:  [dsevere [ rmoderate Undermined: Tlsevere [Omoderate Olow

Rootpruned: ___ distance from trunk Rool area affecled: __ % Bufiress wounded: Y N When:

Reslricted roat area; Usevere  [Dmoderate. {Jlow Potanlial for rool failure: [severs Cimoderate Olow
LEAH:@O_ deg. from vertical Sfatural  Olunnatural £ sel-corrected Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y @) Roots broken Y @ Soil cracking: Y (&

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: (lsevere [TImoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity {3 = severs, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT GROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BHANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark \SJ

Excessive end weight @

Cracks/splits

Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam
Dacay i -
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galisurls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part mos! likely to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection period: _____ annual biannual other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 em);

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Targe! Rating = Hazard Ratin 3 - 18-307 (45-75 cm); 4 - >307 (75 om)
afure Folental « '2?0 an+ ?_i ating = — g Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
- NS N S = %3) 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [Efémove defective part [dreduce end weight Jcrown clean [thin [ raise canop® crownreduce [Jrestructure O shape
Cable/Brace: _ (1255 Inspect furher: (Jrootcrown (Jdecay Baeridl O manitor
Remove tres: Y Replace? Y N Movslamgel: Y é/‘ Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: none  [Jevaluate

Notification: lowner [Dmanager [Jgoverningagency = Date:

COMMENTS : 7 - .
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM zncaion

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:

Map/Location: ' _‘LJr 3 + Li Y

7 Falure + Size + Target Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other . Potentiat  of part Rating Rating

Immediate action nesded
Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Date: Inspecior:

Date of last inspection;

TREE CHARAGTERISTICS
Tree #: &) Species: ol ‘8@{(

DBH: :ﬁi #oltrunks: __ 1 Height: 92 2 Spread: SRx52

Form: ] generally symmetric Mr asymmetry  {Jmajor asymmetry  [stumpsprout L stag-headed
Crown slass: I dominant Mmam Clintermediate T suppressed

Live crown ratio: <J2 7 % Ageclass: Oyoung [ lsemi-mature léiﬁt/lJ}e [} over-mature/senescent

Pruning histary: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped U crown raised []poliarded (3 crown reduced L flush cuts ] cabled/braced
[Inone [1mullipie pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: lspecimen [ heritage/historic [Jwildlife [Junusual [ street tree [ screen E-]—stﬁ.[ﬂindigenous [ i protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Faliage color: mai [ichlorotic Cinecrotic Epicormics? Y N _ Growth abstructions:

Foliage density: (Jnormal L sparse Lealsize: [ normal L'E}Sm/ali [1stakes [dwirefties [Isigns [lcables
Annual shoot growth:  [lexcellent [average {lpoor Twig Diehack? Y N [Jcurtvpavement [} guards

Woundwood development:  [excellent laverage [Jpoor [Dnona i other

Vigor cfass:  [lexcellent [Javerage [Jfair [lpoor
Major pesis/diseases: '

SITE GONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [ lcommercial [ lindustrial m Tlopenspace  [lnatural CJwoodland\iorest

Landscape iype: |- parkway {lraisedbed [Jcontainer LUlmound EdTawn [l shrubborder [ wind break

trrigation: V%e_‘ {ladequate [Tlinadecuate lexcessive | ltrunk wettied

Raceni site disturbance? Y N Llconstruction  {soil disturbance  [lgrade change {line clearing [l siie clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 16-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Pavemenilited? Y N

%, dripline w/ lili soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered; 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems: 'jﬁmage ("l shatlow [} compacted Cldroughty Ulsaline [alkaline U acidic [Ctsmall velume (O disease center [ history of fail
iftlay Llexpansive [Islope * dspect .

Obstruetions:  [llights [Jsignage [ line-of-sight Clview D overhead fines [Junderground utifities [Diraffic D adjacent veg. [
Exposure to wind: [ single tree (] below canopy [Jabove canopy [ l1recently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge [l area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Decurrence of snow/ice storms U never  {Jseldom [ regularly

TARGET

1

Use Under Tree: [ Ibuilding TCparking Dtraffic U pedestrian, ETrecreation -[]landscape [Jnardscape [ small features [ utility lines
Cantargal be moved? Y @\I/’ Can use be restricted? Y @/
Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  (intermittentuse  [lfrequentuse  EFconstant use

The International Society of Arbericulture assumes no responsibitity for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.
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TREE DEFECTS

RGOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrat: Y N Mushroom/conibracket present: Y NI

Exposed roets:  Clsevere O moderate [llow Undermined: [lsevere (Omoderate (llow

Reolpruned: _______ distanca from trunk Rootareaaffected: __ % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area:  Clsevere Omoderale [Olow Patential for root faiture:  [Jsevere [Omoderate [low
LEAN: deg. from vertical  [Jnateral Dlumnatural [Cseif-corrected  Sail heaviag: Y N
Decayinplansoflean: Y N Rools broken Y N Soilcracking: Y M

Compounding factors: Laan severity: (severe [Cmoderate low

CROWN DEFECTS: indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderalg, | = fow)

DEFECT ROOY CROWN TRUNX SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks

Multipie attachments

Incuded bark

Excessive end waight ®

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay i

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow Li2R

Logse/cracked bark

Nesting holefbee hive

Deadwoad/stubs M f f§

Borers/tarmites/ants

Cankers/galls/burls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING :

Tree part most likely to fail: Lomby Failure potentlal: 1 -low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe

Size of part: 1~ <6” (15 cm); 2 - 618" (15-45 cm);
3-18-30” (45-75 cm); 4 - >30" (75 cm)

Inspection period: _______ annual biannusl other
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

.. ~ Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
2 3 M = i 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: . [ifemove defective part U reduce end weight [Jcrownclean Tlthin [ raise canop® O crown reduce [ restructure (] shape
Cable/Brace; Inspect further: O root crown M-“IMD monitar

Removetreex Y N Replace? Y N Movelargel Y N Other

Effect on adjacent frees:  Onone  Jevaluate

Notification: [ Jowner [Imanager [Jgovemningagency  Dafe:

COMMENTS g
gg?e_, R \ 1 ”“’w'} B\ i*:i‘}-;?b‘t:u,%?ﬂ?g Zﬁi “1
~N |
L/ t\i&iajﬁ fj{‘,{&. “ 5 ) : L ;
S 2 !@ A \ ! _{?U'\.Z:s R v,?i
;ﬁx‘{nf "{T‘wa‘" L:r\ &N ' FA )’%”L’ ?




Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: 3
Map/Location: i 2 rl"f' + %j - X
railure + Size + Target = Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Potentiast  of pant Rating Rating
Cate: inspector; immediate action needad
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree #: ];2 Species: wtf-\u? OFJ,( q

- 2 . — }
DBH: .525:/ toftrunks: __ | Height 27 Spreaa: 33X%Y
Form: L] generally symmetric Im“ymmetry 3 major asymmetry  [Istump sprout  [lstag-headed

Crown class: [ dominant @cﬁ)minam Olintermediate  [J suppressed
 Live crown ratio: Sg} %  Ageclass: DOyoung []semi-mature Me L] over-mature/senescent

Pruning history:  (lcrown cleaned (0 excessively thinned [ topped l’l crown raised L.1pollarded U crown reduced [ flush cuts L] cabled/braced
[nona [Tmuwltiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value:  Jspecimen []heritagenistoric [Jwildiife [Junusual [lstreettree (Iscreen [Ishade [Jindigenous [l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage colar: f}ﬂ’oﬁml Llchiorotic [ necrotic  Epicormies? Y N ' ~ Growth abstructions:

Faliage censity: Battmal L1 sparse Leafsize: lnormal  (Z-small | Istakes [iwiretties [Osigns !Jcables
Annual shoot growth:  [lexcellent [Caverage [poor  Twig Dieback? &) N [(Gewb/pavement [} guards

Woundwood develspment: [ excei{gnt verage [Tpoor [Tinone [} other

Vigorclass:  Ulexcellent [D-average  fair 3 poor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character.  Llresidence [ lcommercial  [[Tindustrial ark  {lopen space  [lnatural [ woodland\forest
Landscane type: farkway  (lraisedbed  Ulcontainer L mound M [} shrub border [ wind break

Irrigation:  [@hone  |ladequate ([Jinadequate [Jexcessive [} trunk wettled
Recent site disturhance? Y N Ulconstruction  [isoil disturbance  [igrade change Dllineclearing {1 site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Pavemeniliftled? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% )
% dripling grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-90% 50-75% 75-100%

' B - - . - . - . —_— . . .
Soil problems: tyﬁage () shallow [Jcompacted (droughty saline (Jatkaline | }acidic ["tsmall volume [ disease center (] history of fail
iAclay  [Jexpansive [slope aspect; -

Obstructions: Dllights [Jsignage LClline-of-sight Llview Joverheadfines [Junderground utiiities (Jtraffic  {J adjacentveg. [
Exposure fo wind: [lsingle tree [ 1below canopy [}above canopy [Jrecently exposed {]windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snow/ice storms Ulnever  (Jseldom [ regularly

TARGET S

tise Under Trea: [ouilding .| Iparking [Ttraffic [ pedestrian f" recreation {]landscape [Ohardscape [Jsmaltfeatures [ utility lines
Y ) -

Can targel be moved? Y @/ Can use be restrigted? Y o

Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  {Jintermittent use  {7]frequent use @ﬁ);stant use

" The International Saciety of Arboriculture assumes no responsihility for conclusions er recommendaticns derived fram use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS: _
Suspect root rot: & N Mushroom/conkibracket present: Y[ﬁ; 1D:

Exposed rools:  [severe [Omoderate Jlow Undermined: {Osevere [Imoderate Olow

Roeipruned; ______ distance from frunk Roolarea affegted: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:

Heslricted roel area: [lsevere Omoderate [ low Polential for rool faiiure: [Jsevers Cimoderate [Jlow
_LHH:_;__ deg. from vertical (Jratural lunnatural  [Jself-correcte¢  Sail heaving: Y N
Decayinplane gf lean: Y N Roots broken Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factars: Lean severityy Isevere [moderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderata, | = tow)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow. sweep

Codominants/torks

Multiple attachments

included hark

Excessive end weight ' i
Cracks/splits '

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay i

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs . i
Borers/termites/ants : :

Cankers/galis/buris
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING :
Tree part most likely to fail: _ ‘ : Failurg potential: 1 - low,; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: _________ annual biannual other Size of part: ; . 1<86 (1”5 i’;‘}?: . 5':'8” (12;5 ;;"):
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating 3~ 16-307 (4575 cm); 4 - >307 (75 cm)

. . . §, Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;

A N s = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: femove defective part  [J reduce end weight [Jcrown clean Cthin O raise canopf [Jcrown reduce 5 restructure {3 shape
Cahle/Bracs: Inspect lurther: lroot crown O decay eriat (I monitor

Remove tree: Y ,"ﬁ} Repiage? Y @; Movetarget: Y N Gther;

Effect on adjacent trees:  lnone [ evaluate

Notification: [lowner (O manager U governing agency | Date:

COMMENTS -
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2 esition

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: ’
Map/Location: I + | + L'f = é
Failure + Size + Targel = Hazard
Owner: pubiic private unkRown other Potential  of part Rating - Rating
Date: _' Inspector: ~lmmediate action needed
Date of last inspection: [Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree #: _H_ Spacies: L, L {Q&Y‘

DBH; 335‘5:/ # of trunks; __ | Height: G0 \7 Spread: & 2 ST

Form: M@rany symmetric {1 minor asymmetry  [Imajor asymmetry [lstumpsprout [T stag-headed
Crown class: L?tliominanl Mminam Clintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: ,g_S"L % Age class: DyounQ L] semi-mature IE‘ma/ture [3‘0ver-maturefsenescem

Pruning history: ] crown cleaned L3 excessively thinned {1topped (gl crown raised L pofiarded [1crown reduced [ flush cuts |l cabled/braced
(Ingne [ Imultiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value:  Ispecimen [ heritageshistoric [Iwildlife [Sunusual (D streettree []screen [lshade [indigenous [ lprotected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: %ma i_lchlerotic Onecrotic  Epicormics? Y N ’ _ Growth sbstructions:

Foliage density: @nﬁi L Isparse Leafsize: [Jnormal [@’m{ [ Tstakes [lwirefties [Clsigns !l cables
Annual shoot growth:  [_lexcellent My poor  Twig Dieback? Y N {Jcurb/pavement  [lguards

Woundwood development: [ Texcelient verage  [Jpoor [Chnone (2 other

Vigor class: [ lexcellent ‘D’av/erage Ultaic £ poor
Major pests/diseases: i

SITE CONDITIONS _
Site Character: [Jresigence | |commercial  {_}industrial Epa{ (" open space Clnaturl O woodlanthorest
andscape type:  Liparkway Ulraisedbed (Jcontainer [ mound ﬁ‘m 1.1 shrub border  (J wind break
trrigation: (CA(T jadequate  [Jinadequate [Jexcessive  L1trunk wettled
Receni sile disturbance? Y N Ulconstrucion [lsoil disturbance [lgrade change Dlline clearing [ site clearing
% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-80% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement liked? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-80% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripiine grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
Soil probiems: L} drainage [ shatiow [ compacted [ droughty [Jsaline [Jalkafine Llacidic [Clsmall volurme [ disease center [0 hlstory of fail
grtlay [Uexpansive [ siope “  aspect:

Dbstructions: [ 'lights D signage [Jline-of-sight [ lview [Joverhead lines [ undefground utiities  [traffic Ul adjacentveg. {J
Expasure 10 wind: [ single tree [ below canopy {Jabove canepy [ lrecently exposed []windward, canogy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: . Occurrence of snowfice storms  [lnever [Tiseldom [Jreegularly

TARGET -

Use Under Trea: [ building Bparkmg (] traffic Dpedestnan D‘{reation Tiandscape [hardscape O smaltfeatures [ utility lines
Cantarget be moyed? Y { ﬁ/ Can uss be restricted? Y {N
Qccupancy: L loccasional use  [dintermittentuse [ )irequent use EI'Eg;:stant use

The International Society of Aeboriculture assumes na responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root ral:@ N Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y@? ID:

Exposedrools:  (Usevere [moderate  [Jlow Undermined: [lsevere [Omoderate [low

Rootpruned: ____ distance from trunk Root arga affected: . % Butfress woended; Y N When:

Restricted ract area:  [Jsevere  moderate O low Potential for rood failure: [severs O moderate Dlow
LEAN: _giz_ deg. from vertical [Jnatural Dlunnatural O seli-correcied Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y @ Roots broken Y &l) Soil cracking: Y Cﬁ?

Compounding factars: Lean severity: [severe [Imoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor 1aper

Bow, sweep

Codominanis/forks +]

Multiple stlachments

included bark

Excessive end weight 9

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay f}'\ 7 MaTs Yool

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/brackat

Bleeding/sap flow

Loose/cracked hark

Nesting hole/bes hive

Deatwood/stubs

Borersfermites/ants

Cankers/galls/buris

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fait ~ Faiture potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection period; _________ annual biannuat other Size of part: ; : ?guagf 3’;')7:52 - 5"12” “gais ;;“):
Faiiure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating R {4575 cm), 4 - >30°{ Cn‘j}

i ; : Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;

i + i + E"g = a3 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: (O remove defective part  (J reduce end weight (Jcrown clean [thin [Jraise canop® O crown reduce O restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace: Inspect turther: (37ootcrown Crdecay [aerial Tl monitor

Bemovelree: Y N Reglase? Y N Movetargel: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacent trees:  [Tnone [ evaluate

Notifieation:  [lowner [ manager (O governing agency  Dale:

COMMENTS .. —
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: . HAZARD RATING:
Site/Address: -
Map/Location: ' L‘{ + i—!‘ = L‘z_,/

Failwre + Size + Thrget = Hazard
Qwner; pubiic private unknown other POIM Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: - ] Immediate action nesded
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

TREE GHARACTERISTI
Tree #: ! 2 Spacies: 2] (é}& W @
OBH: igﬂ’/ # of trunks: __\ Height: c;}&; } Speead: é ZX 73

Form: [%era!ly symmetric [ minar asymmetry "] major asymmetry [ stump sprout  { stag-headed

Crownclass: J dominant o-dominant r[ZI intermediate T suppressed /

Live crown ratio: ﬁ? %  Ageclass: [lyoung LJsemi-mature %m‘rﬁ) [&Tover-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [l crown cleaned 7} excessively thinned [ topped chuwn raised {lpotlarded [1crown reduced [flush cuts L) cabled/braced
Linone [TJmultipie pruning events Approx. dates:

Special Value: 1specimen [ heritage/historic [wildife [Dunusual T strest iree (Jscreen Wsfiade Clindigenous 1 Tprotected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Z«iGrmal  LJchiorotic [necrotic  Epicormics? Y N _ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: [Inormal Ll sparse Leafsize: [Jnormal [&rsmall [ 1stakes (Jwirefties [Jsigns [ Jcables
Annual shoot growth: [ excelfent @afe?ége L'_:I poor  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement  [lguards

Woundwood development: [ excellent imgge {(ipeor [none [ otiner

Vigor class:  Llexcellent Davﬁge [Jfair (O poar
Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS ‘
Site Characlerr lresidence | [commercial | lindustrial M[T]‘open space [lnatural []woodlandvorest
Landscape type: [ lparkway LUlraisedbed LUlcontainer [mound [EHAwn L] shrubborder 12 wind break

irrigation:  Effone 1 ladequate  (Jinadaquate [excessive  [trunk wettled
Recem site disturbance? Y N [ lconstruction Llsoildisturbance [gradechange [(llingclearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Pavementlifted? Y N
% dripling w/ {ili seil: 0% 10-25% 25-30% S50-75% 75-100%
% driplina grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-30% 50-75% 75-100%

Soif problems: | drainage ] shallow [1compacted [droughty [Jsaline [1alkaline | acidic [1smalivolume [T disease center [ history of fail
itlay [ Jexpansive [slope . aspect: .

Obstructiens: [llhights [Dsignage [ line-of-sight Ulview [Joverhead lines [ underground utilties [Ditraffic O adjacent veg. T
Exposure to wind: [lsingle ree [ below canopy | labove canopy Llrecently exposed []windward, canopy edge [ area prene to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms  (never  [CIseldom  [Tregularly

TARGET —

Use Under Tree: Dbusldmg ljparkmg (Otraffic [ pedestrian @r@ﬁion T Handscape [Thardscape £ small features [ utility lines

b
7

; e
Can target be moved? Y cﬁ/’ Can use be resiricted? Y (N
Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  !lintermittent use 1 frequent use Eca/nst;ni use

The international Society of Arbericulture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrostrot: ¥ N Mushroom/conk/iracket present: Y NoID

Exposed roofs: severe  [Cmoderate Tlow Undermined: [Jsevers [Omoderate U low

Reotpruned: _ _ distance from trunk Rootarea affected: % Buflress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area:  [severe [OImoderate Tlow Polentia! for root failura: [Jsevere [Cmoderate U low
LEAN: ___ deg.fromvertical Llmatural Clunnatural [ seif-corrected Soitheaving: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y N Reots broken ¥ N Soil cracking: ¥ N

Compoundiny factors: Lean severity,. [Osevers (Omoderate Ciow -

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

Bow, sweep
Codominants/iorks
Muitipie attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight L
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam
Decay | < . N
Cavity
Conks/mushrocms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borersitermites/ants
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING -
Tree part most likely to fail: £ 5 'L,,;; L? i_ AL Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severa
Inspection period: _______ annual biannuat othar Size of parl: 1-<6” (15 cmy); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);

3 - 1B-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 307 (75 om)
- N ) Target rating; 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
L\\ ¥ L{ - = | 2 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight TJcrownclean [Jihin T raise canopf T crown reduce [ restructure (1 shape

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Cablie/Brace: ___ tnspect furlher: (Drootcrown (decay erial [ monitor

Remaove treed YfN Replace? Y N idove largat; Y{:I:; Other:

Effect on adjacent rees: [Jnone Devaluate

Notification:  Clowner [CImanager [Jgoverning agency  Dala:

COMMENTS, i
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MINOR FAULTS {LABEL IMIMEDIATE TREATMENTS)

HAZARDOUS ALUATION
DATEN A{»ﬁ )2

J .
EVALUATOR '\s’\Q,g,.‘ &—M’] .
TREE SPECIES ,> \ @A }’C
reepmveETer__ H S DAH

SPECIFIC TREE LOCATIGN K ‘ IL\A@ (‘[_e“f{\ DL,JJ Q:V L ﬂq@ifi&f\
Lsas r”—axvr\ 25° Q«m Aeo D L&M/’Eiﬂwmi

HAZARD RATI NG

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)

MAJOR FAULT NO.1 ZONE #

WUOR EEZONE# L'\i*\»& Dfam Q/cl&z][ L&[\ore *!‘k f

aru\, “‘E"’ic.;:v ir\vrf::\rk({ Lpos ion == Soend coase

MAJOR FAULT NO_3 ZONE#

ACTION (CHECK ONE) ey ‘
_\\\\

NO REMOVAL REMOVAL / PR]ORWY_REMOVA::D

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE}

12345667 89 10

1 VERY LOW 1 LOW 5 MARGINAL 1 GOOD g HIGH

*
NGTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2ns edtion

Site/Address: ; HA%ARD RATING:
Map/Locatien; ‘! + L_ + L—! = /
Failure + Sizz2 + Target = Hazarg
Owmner: public privale unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: Immediate acticn needed
Date of last inspection; Needs turther inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree #: _]3_ Species: LC}'\ JHQ e (:}ii\k

DBH:% # of trunks: i Height: Sp> Spread: L‘f& 77

Fornr: [ generally symmetric masymmetw [V major asymmetry Ll stumpsprout  {stag-headed
Crown class: [Elnc/rﬁinam Cleo-dominant O intermediate (3 sfippressed

Live crown ratie: % Agaclass: [lyoung L7 semi-mature Lm [} over-mature/senescent

Pruning history:  [Jcrown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped H crown raised [} pollarded (T crown reduced [T flush cuts L] cabled/braced
{Jnone |“bmultiple pruning events  Approx. dates:
Special Value: “Ispecimen [ heritage/historic [ iwildiife [Junusual [streetiree Clscreen [)shade ["Vindigenaus L | protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color:  Zfiormal- Lichiorotic [necrotic  Epicormics? Y N ~ Growih obstructions:

Foliage density: @’u{mal (L] sparse Leafsize: L[lnormal IW |_Isiakes [wire/ties [signs [ lcables
Arnual shoot growth: [ _Jexceflent Eﬁe (Opoor  Twig Digback? m [Jcurb/pavement  [Jguards

Woundwood development: [ excelleat [Zaverage  [Jpoor [lnone {1 other

Viger class: Ll excellent Z‘avﬁgge Clfair  [Jpoor

Maior pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence | lcommercial  |"lindustrial [/.]—pzr{/i"l open space [ inatural 1 woodlanddorest

Landscape !yypérkway [lraised bed Ul container L) mound um{u shrub border (] wingd break
rfione

frrigation: [Jadeguate [linadequate [Jexcessive I.Jtrunk wettied

Recent site disturbance? Y N L!coﬁstruction [ soil disturhance [l grade change lineclearing  Clsite clearing
% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75-100% Pavament lited? Y N

% dripting w/ fill sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

%, dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: ] drgiaége [ shallow [} compacted L) droughty {Jsaline [Jalkaline Ll acidic LI small volume [ ] disease center {1 history of fail
‘M’c/lay {]expansive [ stope aspect; -
Obstructions: Cliights [Jsignage [iine-of-sight Llview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [Diraffic [ adjacent veg. [

Expasure to wind: [siagle tree [ 3 below canopy [Jabave canopy L1 recently exposed {1 windward, canopy edge £ area prene o windtheow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurcence of snowsice storms  [Inaver  (Jseldom [l reqularly

TARGET e
Use Under Tree: O building [ packing 1] traffic Dpedestrianfjfﬁfgreaiion llandscape [ hardscape [ smaif features [ utility fines

- - R Pl ‘f‘
Cantarge!l be moved? Y 1_,@/’ Can use be restricted? Y (N~
Decupancy: () occasional use [ Jintermitientuse  [lirequentuse [Ztonstant use

The International Society of Arbericuiture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspe::runlrut:@ N Mushrom/conk/hracket present: Y @ ID:

Exposed roots: [ severe @'ﬁer{:&e Cliow Undermined: [(lIsevere [Omoderate [low
Roolpruned: _____ distance fromtiunk  Rootareaaffected: %  Butiresswounded: Y N  When:

Restricted root area: [severe [Omoderate T low Polential for sool failure: Osevers [Omoderate [low
o .
LEAN: SLL deqg. from vertical sl O unnatural [ seli-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of fean: Y (@? Roots broken Y @:7 Soi] cracking: YCN;;’
Compounding lactors:

Lean severily: [lsevere [moderate ©Jlow
CROWN DEFECTS: indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity {s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TBUNK SCAFFOLDS
Poor taper : )

Bow, sweep .
Codominants/fforks
Muttiple attachments '
Included bark
Excessive end weight - 9
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam .
Decay M1 el
Cavity -
Conks/mushrooms/bracket .
Bleeding/sap flow
Locse/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borersftermites/ants
Cankers/galis/buris

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most lkely to fait:

BRANCHES

Failure potential: 1-low; 2 - medium: 3 - high: 4 - sevare

{nspection period: annual biannual other Size of part. ; - :BB;SS 3’;}752 - 6“.1?; “g;is ;?):
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating R .( : crn).. e { Cl"{])
) L Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use:
1 2 ¢ { = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT '
Prune: Eﬁ;;)ve defective part [ reduce end weight crown clean Clthin [ raise canopf TJcrownreduce [ restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace: ' inspect lurther: [ root crown [ decay M 0 monitor

Remove tree: ¥ N Replace? Y N Movetarget Y N Gther:

Efiect on adjacent treas: [none [ evaluate

Notitication. [Jowner Timanager Cgovermingagency — Data:

COMMENTS -
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2 A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

73 TREF HAZARD EVALUATION FORM onscason

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: ' - L. Z— + 8 = Lfa
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Owner: public - private unknown other Potential  of pant Rating Bating
Date: Inspector: Imimediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CI:IARACTERISTICS
Tree & | jl Species: !Aéve“ igggk [
DBH: 3¢ é # of trunks: __1 Height: %\? Spread: 55 > X ¥

Form: [} generally symmetric !E—mﬁe/rasymmetry ["I major asymmetry  C1stump sprout - i stag-headed

Crownciass: [J dominant  (Jco-dominant  [lintermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: S‘S Y % Age class: [Jyoung [.Isemi-malure L‘flﬁgr? L] over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: {1 crown cleaned [1excessively thinned [ topped @ftr/awn raised [1pollarded {7l crown reduced (Jfiush cuts L) cabled/braced
[Tnone {imultiple pruning evenis  Approx. dates: :

Special Value: I specimen [ heritage/historic [ Jwildife [J unusual lﬂs@ttree [Mscreen [ shade [indigenous L'l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color @11m/m i~ Ulchlorotic [Clnecrotic Epicormics? Y N _ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: [&flormal L] sparse .eaf size:  [Inormal Mﬁ [ dstakes [ Iwirefties [Jsigns Jcables
Annual sheot growin: | excelient qverage  [dpoer  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement [ guards

Woundweood development:  [lexcelient FTaverage Llpoor [Tlnone lother

Vigorclass:  Llexcellent [average Ulfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases: :

SITE GONDITIONS

Site Character: [residence | lcommercial [ lindustrial park [lopenspace [naturai  [Jwoodland\forest

Landscape type:  Llparkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer {)mound “edwn [ shrub border L wind break

irrigation: l,/n@ | ladequate (linadequate [Texcessive  [ltrunk wertled
Recent site disturbance? Y N [lcomstruction [soil disturbance  [lgradechange [llineclearing [l site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-56% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

=, dripling w/ il spil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 73-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soif problems: ?&a‘ﬁgge Ishaltow [ compacted [ droughty [ saline Llalkaline L acidic ("I small volume [Tl disease center .1 history of fail
#iclay (Jexpansive [Jslope % aspect: “

Obstructions: [3lights (Jsignage U line-of-sight Ulview [overhead fines [lunderground utilities [Dtratfic D adjacent veg. [

Exposurs to wind: [1single tree [ below canopy [labove caropy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prone io windthrow

Prevailing wind direstion: Occurrence of snowfice storms  (Jnever  [Iseldom [ Iregularly
TARGET -
Use Under Tree: (D building [ parking L1 traffic [} padestrian r[ﬁ’recreation T Handscape (3hardscape [Jsmall features (3 utility fines

Can target hie moyed? Y{y Can usse be resiricted? Y’_N//
Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  [Jintermittentuse  [ghirequent use (L comstant use

The Interationat Society of Arboriculture assumes na responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this torm.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspact root rof: @N Mushroom/cank/rackel prasent: Y (ﬂ;) 1D:
Exposed roots: (] severe E’ﬁgrate DClow Undermined: severs - Omoderate [low

Root pmned:_i‘i_._ distance from trunk Rool area affected: =25 % Buitress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area:  [lsevere [Omoderate (llow  Polential for oot failure: [lsevere (O moderate [ low
LEAN: __ deg.tromvertical (Jratuwal OJunnatural O sel-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplane oflean: ¥ N Roots broken Y N Sui} cracking: Y N

Compounding facters: Lean severitly: (Osevere Gmoderate [Jlow
CROWN DEFECTS: indicate presence of individual defects and rale their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper : .

Bow, sweep <.
Codominants/forks T
Multiple attachments
included bark '
Excessive end weight )
Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Weunds/seam

Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow . e .
Loose/cracked bark {1 [ s lee
Nesting hole/bee hive ~ Y
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tres part most likely to fail: Failure potentiai: 7 - iow; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: _____ annual biannual ather Size of par: ; - :BB"S(E:’? ‘;‘:’_!52 | 5‘_12” (12045 ;g”)i
Fatlure Potentiat + Size of Pari + Target Rating = Hazard Rating . g .( } cfn)'. “> ( crﬁ)

: _ . Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermitient use;

E + 2+t T3 =_& 3 - frequent use; 4 - constan! use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (3 remove defective part  [J reduce end weight (lcrownclean (lthin O raise canopf [ crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Bracs: Inspect lurthar: [lrootcrown Cdecay (Jaerial T monitor
Removatres: Y N Repiace? Y N Move largel: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacant trees: [lnone [evaluate

Hotification: [Jowner Dmanager [goveming agency  Date:

COMMENTS
. ) ?
5\)&”‘ ‘t vfc};fj\,
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A Phiotographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD E VALUATION FORM 24 esition

Site/Address: HAZ:;D RATING: _ 0
. L]
Meqi ocation ' Failure : ?;ze : Targ}ét - Hazard
Gwner: public private __ unknown other Potential f pant Rating Rating
Date: Inspectar: i/m;ediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspecticn
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS :

- Tres & i S Species: _|"@ i
D8H: 3% # of trunks; Height _ 77 Spread:

Iﬂé@jed

Form: L] generaily symmetric (-] minor asymmetry ['.E}‘lﬁigr asymmetry [ sturmp sprout

Crownsclass: [ dominant  [lco-dominant  (Jintermediate [0 suppressed

Liva crown ratio: % Ageclass: [Jyoung [lsemi-mature Llmature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: ) crown cleaned (] excessively thinned [l topped @crown raised [ pollarded (Jerown reduced £7 fiush cuts L. cabled/braced
[(Tnone [ muttiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: Ispecimen [ heritage/historic (wildlite (Junusuat (streettree [Iscreen [Jshade Ulindigenous [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color Tl normal lf{hlc;r ic [Onecrotic Epicormics? Y N ) . Growth obstruclions:

Foliage density: () normal \5‘@?& Lealsize: [dnormal  iZlemall - [Jstakes [wireries [lsigns  [cables
Annual shoot growth:  {lexcellent [laverage (Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement (] quards

Woundwood development:  [lexcellent  [laverage  [lpgor Cinone ) other

Vigorclass: [lexceflent ([laverage Ufair @o{?

Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS ,

Site Character: [Jresidence | lcommercial [ lindustrial E}'pﬁ t.lopen space [natural [ woodlandorest

Landscape fype: /I_/Epa.rkway (raised bed  Ulcontainer [ mound awn ) shvub border L2 wind break
irigation:  iemtne [ ladequate  (Tlinadequate [ excessive [ Ftrunk wettied
Recent site disturbance? Y N Llconstruction [soil disturbance  £lgrade change  [lline clearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-80% 50-75% 75-100% Pavemest lifted? Y N

% gripline w/ till soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

%, dripiine grade lowersd: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems; LWQE i shallow [} compacted [ droughty Usaline [Jalkafine Llacidic {}small volume [ disease center {23 history of fail
“olay  Clexpansive  []slope = aspect: "

oI

Obstructions: [hignts [Jsignage [lline-of-sight Ulview [ overhead lines [ underground utifities {Jtraffic  (Jadjacentveg. L
Exposure to wind: [ single lree 1] below canopy [Tabove canapy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge {(J area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms  [never  [seldom  [lregularly

TARGET .

YUse Under Tree: Obuilding D parking traffic [ pedestrian @‘fégr/e'ation tandscape [Dhardseape O smatl features [ uility lines

Can target b2 moved? Y N Can uss De restricted? Y N e
Oeccepancy: [Joccasional use [Tlintermittentuse  [1frequant use (<-cOnstant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no respensibility for conciusions or recommendations gerived irom use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspes! root rof: @N Mushroom/conk/tracket present: Y(@ {1

Exposedroots:  [lsevere Oimoderats  [Clow Undermined: [severe O moderate Cllow”
Rootpruned: ___ distance from trunk Roctareaaffected: _ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rost area:  [Jsevere D moderate - Tllow Polential for root faitlure:  [Tsevere Omoderate iow
LEAN: __ deg. fromvertical [drnatural Ounnatural Olself-corrected  Soll heaving: Y N
Decayinplane of leam: Y N Roots brokan Y N Sui_l cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severityy (Jsevere DCmoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defscts and rate their severity {s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROQT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poar taper e

Bow, sweep
Codominants/forks
‘Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight 9
Cracks/spiits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam
Decay <
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/brackat
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting holefbee hive . .
Deadwood/stubs <<,
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galis/burls

Previous failure < <
HAZARD RATING

-

Tree part most dikely to fail: {}”Aftljt? 2 Dot S r!—?i@é Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
Yot H . ~ - ” .

Inspection period: ____ annual biannual other : Size of part: 1- <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);

. . . . o 3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 530" (75 ¢m)
Failure Paze.rmal + Size of Part + Target szimg = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 interrhittent use:
?__,‘ + T2+ o= i j .

3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

AN

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prung:  Jremove defective pat ] reduce end weight Tlcrownclean [lthin [ raise canopf Clcrown reduce  (J restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace; Inspect further; Urootcrown D decay [laerial (2 moniter

Removatree; Y N Replace? Y N Movetargal: Y N Other;

Effecl on adjacent rees:  (none  [evaluate

Hotification: [lowner Jmanager [lgoverningagency — Date:

COMMENTS
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HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
¢ . , : '
DATE_1 4 S@{)é—_ [

EVALUATOR__ Todpass  (opans )

RO
TREE SPECIES L}@[L%} 2o O las

TREE DIAVETER 3™ {(DPH |
sPECIFIc TREE LocaTion Ko d« Wonswddas  hbla

p L'\,\L,_ ﬂ 1 & (K »"‘.S\‘.g A

IL 4‘“—-’—& A rOgter A ‘O}cﬁ?z_ rl-&\/}(.{

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)

MAJOR FAULT NO.1 ZONE# 2. 81—»\5( L&{Lri L qu

: nd. Ler\

b P \f(_ }%l" gé}-u{—i(; L"i«f hﬁ-‘\l‘._l}'ji. 4

MAJCR FAULT NO.2 ZONE#

MAJOR FAULT NO .3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL MMWVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

ACTION {CHECK ONE}

NO REMOVAL REMOVAL -

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE}

1234567 88 10

i VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL T GOGD

*
NOTES

8 HIGH



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 24 esiton

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: ‘
Map/Location: 3 + ‘?;+ 4 -9
Failure + Sizz2 + Targel =  Hazard
Owner: pubiic private unknown ether Potie-nliyof part Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: Immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE GHARACTERISTIC :
Treg #: E'g Species: ‘,\ el P

GBH: E@yf_ # ol trunks; __& Height: 85y Spread: M

Form: L] generally symmetric () minor asymmetry  [4+vgjor asymmetry [ stump sprout Iﬂ{g-headed
Crown class: [ dominant [E’Lﬁbminant lintermediate  [J suppressed

Live crown ratio: § Q‘Q Yo Ageclass: (young Llsemi-mature [mature EuVer-mature/senescent

Pruning histery:  J crown cleaned [Tl excessively thinned topped l;lcrcwn raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced (i flush cuts L] cabled/braced
Uinone ©1multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . )specimen (T heritage/historic [ wildlife [Clunusual [ streettree (Iscreen [Tshade [Tindigenous ['lprotected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage coter:  Tlnormal  [chlorotic Ul necrotic  Epicormies? Y N _ Grawth obstructions:

Foliage density: [Inormal [} sparse Leaf size: [Jnormal  [1small [ Istakes [lwiretties Isigns [cables
Annual shoot growth: | iexcellet Caverage Upoor  Twig Dieback? Y N Cdeurb/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development:  excellent  average -[lpoor  lnone - other

Vigor class: [ Jexcellent [Javerage Dfair [poor
Major pests/diseases: &”\{ '

SITE CONDITIONS __
Site Characlterr residence | lcommercial  [.]industrial Ehﬂ (Copenspace  [lnatural O woodland\orest
Landscape type: [ lparkway [Tlraised bed LUlcontainer [lmound [ZHawn [} shrubborder (3 wind break

irrigation:  {Zone [ ladeguate (Jinadeguate [excessive  Ulirunk wettled
Recent site disturbancs? Y N [construction [Ulsoildisturbance [lgradechenge [llineclearing  [1site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 23-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill sail: 0% 10-26% 25-B0% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems: [ drzinage T shaliow [T} compacted []droughty [saline [ aikafine L] acidic [_1small volume [ disease center [C]history of fail

iZtlay [expansive * [Jslope aspect:
Obstructions: lights [Osignage [lline-of-sight LUlview Doverhead lines [lunderground utifities (Jitraffic (7 adjacentveg. [
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree [ below canopy [ 1above canopy [ recently exposed O windward, canopy edge Tl area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Qccurrence of snowfice storms  Llnever  [lseldem  {Jregularly

TARGET

Use Under Tree: @*ﬁ;mg Dpamnu L traffic Dpedestnan L«J’ré::/eanen {Handscape Clhardscape U small features (2 utility lines
Can targel be moved? y/ﬂ, Can use be rasiricted? Y@/

»
Occupancy:  Jocgasional use  [Jintermifient use  [L)freguent use tonstant use

The tnternaional Society of Arboriculture assumses no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from usa of this foem.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect roof mlz@ N Mushreom/conk/brackel present: Y &7 D:

Exposed roots:  (Jsevere O moderate W Undermined: Clsevers Dmoderate Olow
Rool pruned: distance from {runk Root area affected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea:  [Jsevers (Omoderate [Jlow  Polential forroot failure:  Jsevere [moderate  Tlow
LEAN: deg. from vertical Inajural  Clunnatural O seli-corrected Soit heaving: Y N

Decayinplanaoflean; Y N Roots brokzn Y N

Compounding factors:

Sell cracking: Y N

Lean saverity: [Jsevere Omoderale low

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity {s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT R0O0T CROWN TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight ‘ )

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Dacay ]

LAY

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow

Loose/cracked bark

S st ifé\;r“m?vﬁ‘g

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwoad/stubs

S

Borers/termites/ants

5

Cankers/galls/burls

Previous failure

S

HAZARD RATING

g T

Tree part most likely 1o fail:

Inspection period: annual biannuat other

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Size of part: 1-<6"{15cm}; 2 - 618" {15-45 cm);

3 -18-30" {45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75 em)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;

g + 2 + - (f;: 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: {1 remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrown clean [Jthin [Jraise canopf crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cabie/Brace:

Removelrze: Y N Replace? Y N Move largal Y N Gther:

inspec! further: [Jroot crown [ 1decay Eherial (] moaitor

Efizct on adjacent rees:  inone (Devaluate

Maotification: Jowner [Imanager [ governing agency Data:
ﬁ‘ ~ 5\ . ,
E i . § Ry ]
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MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMMEDIATE TREATMENTS)

AZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATE_t H Ezm(‘ 12
EVALUATOR Qizvh Ci*—fv«x ;

TREE SPECIES Q;,,\ sl
mreepmveTer. 4oL © DB
SPECIFiC TREE LOCATION k de 4 Asdom, Qm\gl pei\f [/—1/12&:\.;@:«

? va S s -n—v?% A iektriq e

HAZARD RATING

TARGET{PERSONS - PROPERTY:

¢ OR‘EAULT NO. 1ZONE# %JL&&L& £ ,U_, My (’?L‘f\éi

Snfrer~ Ci;,;a A %Q:’*‘\

MAJOR FAULT NO.2 ZONE# QP\{J_L‘\;‘?\“‘ AL -L l—ﬂ A —LDmlL

N i E — ' F
MAJGR FAULT NO.3 ZONE# L‘g"’ul A M) 5—.[1& s L:
7

ACTION (CHECK ONE) | /7«4';’:—\\\
NO REMOVAL REMOVAL 7~ PRIORITY REMOVAL X _’/,
\\_‘g by

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

1234567 89 10

t VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL i GOOoD 8 HiIGH

%
NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

- TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2nq eiion

HAZARD RATING:

Site/Address: _ 3 3 C?
Mzp/Locaticn: ' - . e * -

Failure + Size + Targst Hazard
Cwner: public private unknown other Paotentizl  _of part Rating Rating
tmmediate action negsded

Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Date: ______ inspector:

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree £ _\_j_ Species: ﬁ“ ,{‘-\_,\,( r'y
0BH: DR ¥ ot trunks: | Height: ~7 2 Spread: SN

Form: (1 enerally symmetric [ ]minor asymmetry L] major asymmelry Clstump sprout L stag-headed

Crownclass: [ cominan!  (Jco-dominant  [lintermediate L3 suppressed
Live crown ratio: £ 75 % Ageclass: [Jyoung [lsemi-mature [&mature L[iover-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned () excessively thinned [Jtopped (&tfown raised [} pollarded {3 crown reduced [ flush cuts |'J cabled/bracad
[Ingne [T multiple pruning events  Approx. daies: '

Special Value: Ispecimen [J)heritagesuistoric {Jwildlife [Junusual O streettree [screen [lshade [iindigencus L 1lprotected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color:  Ffiormal | Jchiorctic  [Clnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N —  Growth phstructiens:

Foliage density: E&mﬁal L'}‘sparse .eaf size:  (Dnormal HM o llstakes Ulwireties Tlsigns  [lcables
Annual shoot growth: [l excellent Eave/rage Cipoor  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement ] guards

Woundwood development: [ excelient Gﬁﬁge [.dpoor [lnone [l other

Vigorclass:  [Jexcellent [(Sdverage fair  [lpoor

Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS ,

Sile Character: [residence | lcommercial [ lindustrial [Zgark [Tlopenspace [lnatural ) woodiandvorest

Landscape type: [ parkway [raised bed-  Ulcontainer  Ulmound [Zllawn (I shrub border L1 wind break

[rrigation: [Laafe | Tadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive  LJtrunk wetlled
Recent site disturbance? ¥ N UJconstruction Clsoil disturbance [ grade change  {lline clearing [ site clearing

%% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

o, driptine w/ Hll soif: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

%, dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: 1 drainage ) shallow {7 compacted [l droughty [Jsaiine | ialkafine L acidic {1smalt volume Tl disease center (1) history of fai
istflay  [Jexpansive [ slope ©  aspect: :

Obsiructions: [Jlights [Jsignage (tine-of-sight Llview {Joverhead fines [lunderground utilities (Otraffic [T adiacent veg. [
Exposure to wind: [_!single tree (] below canopy [1above canopy [ recently exposed () windward, canopy edge (] area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms [ never  [seldom  [reqularly

TARGET L

Use Under Tree:  (building [ parking Utraffic O pedestricgg,, {Llregreation [Jlandscape [hardscape T small features (3 utility fines
W -

vl :
Can targel be moved? Y {N///’ Can use be restricted? Y 4L

Occupancy:  [occasional use  [Jintermittentuse  [*lrequent use - Dl constant use

Tha International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS: '
3
Suspect rool rot: / N - Mushroom/conk/brackef present: Y /R i0:
Exposed roats:  (lsavere [Omoderate [dlow Undermined: [severe Jmoderate [low
Rootpruned: __ distance from trunk Hoot area affecled: _ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricled rootarea:  [lsevere [lmoderate Tllow  Potential fur roof Faflurs: Dsevere [Cmoderate [ low
LEAN: ___ deg.fromvettical [lnatural [lunnatural [Jsell-corected  Soil feaving: Y N
Decayin plane oflean: Y N Rootsbroken ¥ N Sui} cracking: Y N

Compaunding factors: Lean saverity: [Jsevera [Jmoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severily (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN ‘ TRUNK SCAFF0LDS BRANCHES
Poor taper .

" Bow, sweep
Cedominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight @
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam
Decay fia) Y =
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hola/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
BorersAermites/ants
Cankers/galis/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING '
Tree part most likely to fait: _ l 5\:&3542* \ f\«h b Faiture potential: 1 - iow; 2 - medium: 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection periad: annual biannual other _ Size of part. ;' :85;95(2?)752 - 5)-15:' (12;345( ‘7321)3 )
. . . . . ‘ - 18- =facm); 4->30" (75¢cm
Fa:iure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Haz;rd Rating Target rating: 1 - occasional use: 2 intermittent use:
’57 + =3 + 3 =_7 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [lremove defective part ([ reduce end weight Clcrownclean Clthin [ raise canop® [ crown raduce _ Ul restructure  (J shape

Cabie/Brace: Inspect lurther: irootcrown [Ddecay [aerial [ monitor
{ ";E (‘
Ramove tree: [ Y./ N Replace? Y N Move farget ¥ C/ Cthar:

" Eftect on adjacent frees:  Tlnone [ evaiuate

Notification: [ Jowner Timanager [Jgoverningagency  Date:

COMMENTS . ‘ : - % _ .
%g} o i}fL‘f(ﬂ; 2\\ 1? s I;‘;},gg/:L e jﬂ{&,@&'& LES + -?
- § ]

%
iE
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HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATE_b4] 3&9—%—
EVALUATOR gj‘r}“i C&’XM .

TREE SPECIES fQA,

TREE DIAVETER. 287 1) R4 A ;
N i - i ¢ . % ‘i ce
SPECIFIC TREE LOCATION Z ‘rg\ 3 \Z Wj (ié-’lfz Dﬁﬁr‘o[ S Q\J’“Lﬁ IJ b Y

HAZARD RATING

. TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)

MAJOR FAULT NO.{ ZONE # L(.\!‘@’L ’Jr*&\m cSme&’

- . 'J i .
IMAJOR FAULT NO .2 ZONE# [_2;\%:{/&~ Sondgata r.e[ : ?)aa@r;

MAJGR FAULT NO.3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL iIMMVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

ACTION {CHECK OKNE) : /—\
NO REMOVAL REMOVAL ; PRIORITY REMOVAL ://

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

123456789 10

IGH

o i

1 VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL 7 GOoD 8

b
NOTES



,,; A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

T TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2o

- Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
i ‘ + ‘ + i’: L.%
Map/Location: - - ”
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Qwner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree £ _LX_ Species: Er%iédd i«ﬁ}‘.ﬂ:‘--‘_’.

DBR: 2% #of trunks: __\ Height: AN Spread: Y3 yo

Farm:  [.1 generally symmetric denirior asymmetry 7] major asymmetry D stump sprout ] stag-headed
Crownclass: [ dominant  [Jco-dominant  (Hifermediate {Jsuppressed

Live crown ratio: < 75~ %  Ageclass: Oyoung [Asemi-mature  Lmature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: ([ crown cleaned {7l excessively thinned [ topped U crown raised £ pollarded [ crown reduced {1 flush cuts L} cabled/hraced
(D none (7 multipie pruning events  Approx. dates:

Speciai Value: .7 specimen (] heritage/historic [ wildlife [Tunusual [ street tree £1screen @‘ﬁle Clindigenous [ 1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color:  lnormal  Llchlorotic [lnecrotic Epicormics? Y N ~ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: (Jnormal 1] sparse Leafsizez lnormal  {1small [Istakes {Jwiretties [Isigns [lcables
Annua! shoot growth:  {excelient (Javersge [JIpoor Twig Dieback? Y N [ Jcurb/pavement (O gquards

Woundwood development:  Ulexcellent [Daverage  [poor none [ other

Vigar glass: [ exceflent (Javerage (Ofair [ poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character:  [residence | lcommerciai [ lindustrial @’;ﬂ [“lopenspace {lnaiural [woodiandorest

Landscape iyp’:/kaway [Iraised bed Ulcontziner Jmoung lawn [J} shrub border L wind break
[rrigation:  £rfne  (Jadequate [Jinadeguate [Jexcessive Lltrunk wettled '
Recent site disturbance? Y N Ulconstruction Ulsoil disturbance  [lgradechange [llineclearing  LlIsite clearing

% gripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Pavement fifled? Y N

% dripfine w/ fill sait: 0% 10-25% 26-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripling grade lowered: 0% - 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 73-100%

Sail problems: [j‘rggiazige (I shaliow [ compacted C]droughty Jsaline {]atkaline U acidic L smalf volume [ disease center !.]history of fail
Aty L Jexpansive [lslope aspect: -

QObstructions: i liights [Isignage [lline-of-sight {Jview [Joverhead lines [ underground utifities [Jtraffic [1adiacent veg. [
Exposure to wind: [ lsingle tree [ below canopy [ labove canopy []recently exposed [T windward, canopy edge LU area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowrice sterms  (Clnever  {Jseldom  {Jregularly

TARGET <.

Use Under Tree:  [Jbuilding [ parking [(traffic U pedestrian _@m‘é’r,e’mion DO landscape [hardscape [ 1smali features [ utility lines
" -

Canlargei be meved? Y éi/,/ Can use.be resiricted? Y Yﬂ/’/

Occupancy:  (Joccasionaluse  [intermittentuse [ frequentuse [ constant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsitility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

. =,
Suspec! root rot: @ N Mushroom/cank/bracket present: Y (ﬂ/ I
Exposed roots; [severe [ moderate M Undermined: [Jsevere [Imoderate Dlow

Roof pruned: ________ distance from trunk Roolareaaffected: ___ % Butress wounded: Y N When;
Restricted root area:  [lsevere Tlmoderate [liow  Polential for rool failure: [Jsevers [Imoderats [Jlow
LEAN: ____ deg.fromvertical (Jmatural Dlunnatwral [Jself-corrected Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplane oflean; Y N Roots broken Y N Soi_l’ eracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: [lsevere Jmoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS . BRANCHES

Paoor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks 5

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight 9

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay ) ol
Cavity )
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hele/beg hive
Deadwood/stubs
BorersAermites/anis
Cankers/galls/burls
Previcus failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most fikely to fail: Failure potential: 1 -low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection period: _____ annual biannual other Size of part: 1-<6” {15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm):
. . . . . 3-18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - »30" (75 ¢cm)
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Targe't Rating = Hazafd Sai:ng Target rating: 1 - occasional use: 2 intermittent use:
; * j + 2 = L“i 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight” [T erown clean  Othin (I raise canopf [ crown reduce [ restructure [J shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: Jrootcrown [Odecay [laerdal [T monitar

Remove tree: Y N Replace? Y N Mowslargel: ¥ N Other:

Etfect on adjacanttrees: TInone [Devaluate

Notification: [Jowner D manager [lgoverning agency  Dale:

COMMENTS
é;:-\‘; R., ii. o _h,(a.-ﬁ._:l:\
Lol S e L

A S




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 24 sition

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: o

Map/Location: = Al ‘2' + L{ = {
Faillure + Size + TJarget = Hazard

Owner: public private unknown other ' Potential  of part Rating Rating

Date: Inspector: _ — Immediate action nesded

Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection

' Dead tree
TREE CHARAGTERISTICS

Tree #: Jﬁ_ Species: L {’L/ L€ C‘:%»kt
DBH: _ 2% ” boftrunks: __ V Haiuht& Spread: m&im

Ferm: [} generally symmetric mr asymmetry  Imajor asymmetry [lstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crownclass: (3 dominant Gdomiriit O intermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: Yo Ageclass: [young Llsemi-mature LUlmature [7}over-mature/senescent

Pruning histery: T crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [T topped !;Jcrown raised ) pollarded [ crown reduced Tl flush cuts |} cabled/braced
Ll none [ muitiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . 'Ispecimen [lneritage/istoric wildlife [Junusual [Jstreettree [Jscreen [Jshade Clindigenous [ 1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Fﬁliage color mma} Lichiorotic [Onecrotic Epicormigs? ¥ N _ Growth gbstructions:

Foliage density: lE—mﬁE{al L] sparse Leal size: [Jnormai m |istakes [wiretties [dsigns | lcables
Annuai shoot growth: [ excellent Eﬁ(age (dpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jecurb/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development: Dexcellp_nt Q—a@ Clpoor Cinone [} other

Vigorclass: [ exceilent G—aﬁbe Miair [ poor

Major pesis/diseases:

“SITE CONDITIONS

Site Charagter:  [Jresidence | |commercial |_lingustrial Eﬂﬁ: [Jopenspaee  Llnatural (3 woodlandvorest
Landscape fype: Llpaskway [lraisedbed |lcontainer [7Jmound Lmﬁnaa [ shrub border. {1 wind break
irrigation: l',M Jadequate [inadequate [Jexcessive 1 trunkwettled -

Recent site disturbance? Y N [lconstruction [Jsoil disturbance. [lgrade change [lineciearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N
% driptine w/ {ill soil; 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% gripling grade lowsred: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prehiems: [ draimr@:é (S shallow [ compacted [Tl croughty [ safine |.lalkaline |l acidic ©}small velume (] disease center (] history of fail
{g€lay [lexpansive {slope aspect: :
Obstructions: [llights [Jsignage LJline-of-sight LUlview {[Joverhead lines [7underground utilities [Ctraffic [7adjacentvegq. [

Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree  [1below canopy [ labove canopy [lrecently exposed £ windward, canopy edge [ area prone ic wincthrow

Prevailing wind dirastion; Occurrence of snowfice storms  [never  [Dseldom  [regularly

TARGET ‘ K

Use Under Tree: (Jbuilding O parking Ultraffic T pedestrian Tl recreation [ landscape [ hardscape [l smalt features (] utility lines

red R iy
Cantarge! be moved? Y @} Can use be restricted? Y {{
Occupancy:  Joccasional use  [lintermittent use  []irequent use &4Tonstant use

The International Society of Arboricuiture assumes no responsibikity for canciusions or recommendaticns derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspac! root rolz@i Mushroom/conk/racket presenk Y @ ID:
Exposed roots:  (severe [Cmoderate [THew Undermined: [Jsevere [moderate [Miow

Rootprened; __ _ distance from trunk Roctaraaaffested: _ % Bulttess wounded: Y N Whea:

Restricted rootarea: [ isevers [Imoderate (Jlow  Pelential for root failure: [severe O modemte  [low
LEAN: m deg. from vertical  [Jnatural. Clunnatural O self-corrected  $oil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane of lean: Y N Roots hroksn ¥ N Sail cracking: Y N

Compounding factars: Lean severity;. [(severe [Cmoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their saverity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low) '

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper :

Bow. sweep

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight 9 .

Cracks/splits < 5

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam ]
Decay 7 Fid
Cavity ’
Conks/mushrooms/brackat
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/beg hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls/uris
Previous failurg

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fail: : Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: ________ annual biannual other Size of part: ; : :g;gf 35“)752 " 5’_12” (1:53;15 ;;“)5
Failure Potentiat + Size of Part + Targe! Rating = Hazard Rating . o .( ) cr'11)._ "3 { crz_n
¢ ~ Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
2 L S et =_™ 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: @éove defective part  [Jreduce end weight (lcrownclean [lthin [ raise canop® [crownreduce () restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace: inspect further: [Jrootcrown (O decay Claerial T monitor
Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y N Mgve larpst: Y@; Other:

Effect on adjacent trees:  [none [0 evaluate

Notifisation: [Jowner [Jmanager [lgoverningagency — Date:

COMMENTS
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;} i { H M 'E”\ - ,! % :\3 i
g{;@;—)n..;:g,;_:eg__ L—b;’LE':{,“E A 734 O3 'f'—,—f"r"‘";\‘ &g AR [omaad

= 13 4 e

H




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FOBM g euiion

Site/Address: - HAZARD RATING:

Map/Location: ' _ﬁ& M&N\p}*

Failure + Size + Target Hazard
Qwner: public private unknown ather Potential  of part Rating Raiing

Date: Inspactor: immediate action needed

Date af last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTIC :

Tree 280 Species: n s K @

O8H: Q }’fgf # of trunks: i Heigirt: Spread:

Form: [] generaily symmetric [ ] minor asymmetry  |7) maiarﬂaéymmetry O stump sprowt L1 stag-headed
Crownclass: [J dominant  [Jco-dominant  OJintermediate "~ [3 suppressed
Livecrowaratio: __ % Age class: @7{119 { Jsemi-mature Llmature [} over-mature/seneseent

Pruning history: [l crown cleaned U excessively thinned [topped {g) crown raised L1 paliarded [} crown reduced [ flush cuts L] cabled/braced
{Inone [T multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . Ispecimen [ heritage/historic [Jwildlifle {iunusual [Jstreettree [screen [Jshade Ulindigenous !l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH :

Foliagecolor:  Tlnormal  Llchlorotic  Clnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N ~ Grawth obsiructions:

Foliage density: [lnormal  [sparse Leafsize: lnarmal  [small [Istakes [wirefties (lsigns [|Jcables
Annual shoot growth:  Llexcellent Javerage [Jdpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jourtvpavement  [1guards

Woundwood development: Dexceltent [laverage [lpoer ([TInone L] other

Vigor class:  Llexcellent {Javerage [Jfair  [Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler: [Jresidence | commercial [lindustrial [Jpark [lopenspace [lnatural T woodlandvorest

Landscape type: Llparkway (Jraisedbed (Jcontasiner [Imound [ lawn  [J) shrubborder [ wind break
lrrigation:  [Jnone [ Jadequate  [Dinadequate [lexcessive  ltrunk wetlled '
Recent site disturbance? Y N Uiconstruction [soil disturbance Ulgradechange [liineclearing  [lsite clearing

% dripling paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement {ifted? Y N

% dripline w/ {ill soil: % 10-25% 25-50% 30-715% 75-100%

% gripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: {3 drainage U shatiow [Jcompacted ] drougity [ saline [Jatkaline [lacidic [1small volume (O disease center [ history of fail
[iclay [Jexpansive [Jslope “ aspect:

Dbstructions: [ fights [ signage [ltine-of-sight Ulview [Joverheadlines U underground utiliies [traffic [T adjacent veg. [
Expasure to wind: [ single tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy [lrecently exposed [l windward, canopy edge L] area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind dirzclion: Occurrence of snowfice storms [l never  [seldom [ regularly

TARGET

1

Usz Under Tree: OJbuilding Ulnarking Titraffic T pedestrian [l recreation {Jlandscape [Ihardscape [Jsmalf features [l utility fines
Can targe! be mowed? Y N Can use da resiricted? Y N
Occupancy:  (Joccasional use [ lintermitientuse  [Jfrequentuse  [Jconstant use

The Internationat Society of Arbaricuiturs assumes no rasponsidility for conclusions or recommendations darived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk/brackelpresent: Y N ID: .

Exposed rogts: [Jsevere [moderate Tlow Undermined: [severe [Omoderate Oiow

Roof pruned: distance from Yrunk Rootarea affected: __ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area:  [isevere [Umoderate Cllow  Palanfial forrool failure: Tlsevere DOmoderate [low
LEAN: ______ deg.tromvertical [Dnatural  Ounnatural U] selt-correctad Sofl heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of lean: Y N

Compounding factors:

Roots broken Y N Sui'l cracking: Y N

Leanseverity: {lsevere [Imoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: indicate presence of individuat defects and rate their severity {5 = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT

ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow. sweep

- Codominants/forks

Multipte atiachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hclesbee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/anis

Gankers/galisfhurls

Previous faiture

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to fail;

Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe

inspection period:

Size of part: 1- <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” {15-45 cm);

annual hiannual other

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

+

- 3-1B-30" (45-75 em); 4 - >30” (75 cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;

3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune:  EJremove defective part T reduce end weight [ crown clean ([ thin Clraise canop (S crown reduce [ restructure [ishaps
Cable/Brace: Inspect turlher: Ol rootcrown (Odecay aerial [ monitor
Removeires: Y N Replace? Y N Movetargel: Y N Other:
Eifzct on adjacenttraes: Onone [evaluate
Notification:  [Jowner [Jmanager [ governing agency Date:
COMMENTS
3 S T P S WIS = ¢
—zdn R S T S
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Site/Address: - HA?C:D “«“lT“f& (
Map/Location: ' - + ii.‘z":'*h& =

Failure + Size + Target =  Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of pant Rating Rating
Cate: Inspector: lmmediate action needed
Date of iast inspecticn: ‘ Needs further inspection

Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS -
Tree #: 21 Species: p.‘n (Dall
DBH: ES i # of trunks: Heigit: Spread;

Form:  [] generally symmetric  [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry  [lstump sprout |l stag-headed
Crownclass: [ dominant  [Jco-dominant  [Jintermediate [T suppressed =
Live crown ratie: Yo Age class: oung  [lsemi-mature  Lmature  UJover-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned {3 excessively thinned £ topped [a! crown raised Ll poliarded [1crown reduced [1flush cuts ] cabled/braced
[Inone [T muttipie pruning evenis  Approx. dates:

Special Value: .Ispecimen [ heritagesmistoric [Jwildlife [Junusuat Clstreettree [1screen [Jshade (dindigencus [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: normal Llchtorotic  [linecrotic  Epicormics? Y N _ Growth ohstruclions:

Foliage density: [Cnormal ] sparse Leai size: [Jnormal  UJsmall [Istakes [Uwireties Clsigns [cables
Annual shoot growth: [ Jexcellent [average [lpoor Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development:  (Jexcellent Caverage [Jpoor [lnone [} ather

Vigorclass:  Llexceilent [laverage [lfair  [poor
Major pests/diseases: i

SiTE CONDITIONS

Site Characler; [Jresidence | lcommercial I lindustriai  [lpark Ulopenspace Ulnatural [ woodiand\orest

Landscape type: Liparkway [Tlraisedbed (Jcontairer [JJmound [Hawn U shrubborder [ wind break
irrigation; {inone [ ladequate [Jinadequate UJexcessive L.ltrunk wettled

Recent site disturhance? ¥ N [lconstruction [soil disturbance [lgrade change [lfineclearing  [1lsiteclearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: : 1% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (] drainage L] shallow [ compacted [ droughty [ satine [ alkaline | acidic ("] small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Lictay [expansive [Jslope aspect: .

Gbstructions: iights [ signage  [line-of-sight [view [ overhead lines D underground utilities [Otraffic (7l adjacent veg. L
Exposure to wind: [Dsingle tree [ befow canopy | labove canepy  [7] recently exposed (] windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snows/ice storms  [Uinever  [seldom [ regularly

TARGET

<

Use Under Tree:  [(Jhuiiding [parking [Dtraffic [ pedestrian O recreation {1landscape [ hardscape [ small featurss [ utility fines
Cantarget be moved? Y N Can uss be restricted? Y N '
Gecupancy: [ occasional use Dintermittent use [ frequent use  [Jconstant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no respensibility for conclusions of recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootret: Y N Mushroom/conl/brackst present: Y N I

Exposed roots:  Osevere [Omoderate Olow Undermined: [dsevere [Imoderate Clow

Roet pruned: distance from frunk Hoot area affecled: % Buftress woundad: Y N When:

Restricied root area: [Jsevere (Umoderate [Dlow Potential for rool failure: Tsevere [Omoderate Olow
LEAN: __ deg.fromvertical [Jnatural (lunratural [Iself-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneof lean: Y N Roots broken Y N Soilcracking: Y N

Sompounding factors: Lean severily: (Jsevers [Omoderate [Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderats, | = fow)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Paor taper n

Bow, sweep .

Codominants/forks ]

Muitipie attachments

Included hark

Excessive end weight 9

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdiing
Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavily
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galis/burls
Previpus failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part maost likely to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection pericd: ____ annual biannual other Size of part: 1- <6” (15 em); 2 - 618 (15-45 cm);

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cmy); 4 - >30” (75 ¢m)
Target rating: 1- occasional use; 2 intermittent usg;
* * = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [lremove defective part [ reduce end weight Tlcrownclean [Jthin [ raise canopf L crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

railure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: Urootcrown decay Tlaeriat T monitor

Ramovatiree: Y N Repiace? Y N Movetsrgef: Y N Other:

Efizct on adjacent trees:  (lnone (D evaluate

Notification: [Jowner T manager [Jgoverning agency  Dale:

COMMENTS
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Site/Address: - H"‘Z{’Cg R@TFG: ‘&
: ' Yt W,

Map/Location: LA ik =% =

o _ Failre + Size + Target = Hzzad
Cwrer: public private unknown other : Potential  of part Rating Rating
Date; inspector: immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection

' Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree f: 2 2 Species: !Qva ox e ]
DBH:; [ ’5){7,: # of trunks: | Height: Spraad:

Form: [ generally symmetric  {Tminor asymmetry U] major asymmetry  Ulstump sprouwt 1] stag-hea‘ded‘
Crown class: (3 dominant  [Dco-dominant  OJintermediate [ suppressed w2
Live crown ratio: %a Age class: [Qm L1semi-mature L[imature [} over-mature/senescant

Pruning histofy: [ crown cleaned [J excessively thinred []topped U crown raised [T pollarded [(Jerown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
{Jnore [1multiple pruning events  Approx, dates: ‘

Special Valug: . specimen {1 heritage/historic {3 wildiife [Tlunusual [Jstreet tres [Jscreen Clshade [dindigenous [protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH
Foliage colorr.  Tlnormal  Llchlorotic  [necrotic. Epicormics? Y N ~ Growth chstructions:
Foliage density: [Jnormal  Llsparse Leafsize: [Onormat  Llsmall | )stakes [Jwirefties [signs [.lcabies

Annual shoot growth: [ Jexcellent [average {Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement [ guards
Woundwood development:  [excellent Caverage [lpoor Ulnone {7 ather

Vigerclass: Llexceflent [average air {Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: ‘

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Charagter: Dresidence | icommercial 1.lindustriab ] park i"flopenspace [inatural [ woodlandviorest

Landscape type:  Liparkway [Jraisedbed [Jlcontainer [Imound {llawn [ shrub border LI wind break
trrigation; [ Dacne | ladequate  (linadequate [lexcessive  Ltrunk wettled
Recent site disturhance? ¥ N (lconstruction [ soil disturbance [lgrade change [lineclearing Ul site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 79-100% Pavemant lifted? Y N

% driptiag wf fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: (.| drainage U shatlow [ compacted {Jdroughty (isaline (Tlalkaline [ lacidic {71 small volume [] disease center ( history of fail
idciay [Jexpansive 1 lslope ©  aspect: :

Obstructions: [llights signage [line-of-sight LJview [Jovernead fines [lunderground utilities [Citraffic T adjacent veg. Ol
Exposure to wind: [ single tree  {)befow canopy [Jabove canopy [ lrecently exposed [ windward, canopy edge (! area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direclion: . Occurrence of snawice storms [ never  [lseldom  [lregulary

TARGET

I

Use Under Tree:  [Dbuiding Tlparking [iraffic [Jpedestrian [l recreation [1landscape (hardscape [ small features [ utility lines
Cantargel be moved? Y N Canuse b2 resiricted? Y N
Occupancy: [ Joccasionai use [ Jintermitientuse [ frequentuse [ constant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumas na responsibility lor canclusions of recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROGT DEFECTS: _ _
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y N in:

Exposed routs:  [lsevere [Omoderate low Undermiined: [Jsevere [Omoderate [Jlow

Reetpruned: _____ distance from trunk Aootareaaflected: % Buliress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area:  (Isevere [Jmoderatt (Jlow  Polential for root failure: [lsevere [ moderate Olow
LEAN: __ deg.fromvettical [Jnatural Ounnatural [ self-corrected Sail heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneoflean: ¥ N Roots broken ¥ N Soil cracking: Y N

Campounding factors: Lgan severity: [Jsevers [Omoderate Olow

CAOWN DEFECTS: indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Pgor taper

Bow, sweap

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight L J

Cracks/splits
Hangers

Girdling
Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/gracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/gails/burls
Previous failura

HAZARD RATING
Tree pan maost fikely to fail: Faflurz potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Size of part: 1-<6” (15 cm): 2 - B-18” (15-45 tmy):

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 530" {75 cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
N * = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [dremove defective pat T reduce end weight T crownclean [Dthin [ raise _canopf Oecrewnreduce (O restructure [ shape

Inspection geriod: annual biannual cther
Faiiure Potentiai + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Cable/Brage; inspeet further: Clroot crown ldecay [aeriai (O monitar

Remove tree; Y N Replace? Y N Movelargel, Y N Bther:

Effect on adjacent trees:  Onone  (Devaluate

Nofification: [Jowner [Imanager (Jgoverningagency  Dats:

COMMENTS
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. A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

> TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2 xion

Site/Address; HAZARD RATING: )
2 '2.-+ L 2 @a

. fFallure + Sizée + Target Hazard

Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating

immediate action needed
Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Map/Location:

Date: Inspector:

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTIGS _
Tree #: 2_3 Species: @{{\U{ W}f*x\ﬁaL
DBH: 12_‘2"9__-; # of trutks: ____L_ Height ioj_ Spread: %Q

Form: '] generaly symmetric [ minor asymmetry [T major asymmetry  [istumpsprout  [Jstag-headed

Crownclass: [ dominant  (Jco-dominant [ intermediate {J suppressed
Live crown ratio: % Ageclass: [lyoung [g<8mi-mature Limature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history:  [Jcrown cleaned D] excessively thinned ([ topped g/ crown raised [ poliarded CJ crown reduced [ flush cuts Ll cabled/braced
[Zinone [T1multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: “Ispecimen [T heritage/historic LJwildlife (Junusual [Jstreettree [Jscreen [lshade [Yindigenous [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color:  Ipermal  Uichiorotic [inecrotic  Epicormics? Y N _ Growth obstruclions:

Foliage density: Olnormai | sparse Leafsize: [Inormal  lsmalt I Istakes [wirafties [Isigns [ JIcables
Annual shoot growth:  {_lexcellent (Javerage [Jpoor TwigDieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement (O guards

Woundwood development:  Oexcellent [average  [lpoor  [inene [ other

Vigorelass: (lexcellent (] average E;Hair £l oor

Major pests/diseases: __«7 > " ?&"s—fi—é?\ FAAds

SITE CONDITIONS
Sie Character: [residence | lcommercial [ lindustial £Jpark [Jopenspace {Inatural [lwooglandorest
Landscape type: LUlparkway [TJraisecbed Ulcontainer [imound [iawn 1] shrubborder ] wind break

Irrigation:  {Znone [ ladequate  [Dinadequate [excessive [ trunk wettled
Recent site disturbance? Y N {Jconstruction i soil disturbance  [lgrade change [llineclearing (i site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%  25-50% 50-75%  75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% dripline'w! Hll soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75-100%

% driptine grade lqwered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage L] shallow i compacted []droughty [Jsaline [ atkaline Uiacidic (smali volume [ disease center (1] history of fail
[lclay [Jexpansive {Jslope ®  aspect: .

Obstruetions:  [lights Llsignage [liine-of-sight Llview Uloverheadlines [Junderground utiities |traffic ladjacentveg. ()
Exposure to wind: [ singte tree [0 below canopy [Iabove canopy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge T3 area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snow/ice storms  Llnever {Jseldom  [Jreguiarly

TARGET =

Use Under Tree: [ lbuilding [ parking (Jiraffic [ pedestrian @"T‘Ez;ation andscape [hardscape [Jsmall features ] utility fines

'l R Falh!
Canfarget be moved? Y @47  Canuse be resiricted? Y /A7
Qccupancy: [ Joccasionat use  [RMMtermitientuse [ irequentuse  [fconstant use

The International Society of Arboricuiture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectmoirut:@ N Mushroom/conk/racket prasent: Y(_;@ o
Olow

Roolareaaffected: __ %

Exposed reols:  [severe [ moderate Undermined:

Roat prened: distance from trunk
Restrictad root arsa: T severs

LEAN:

_D moderate [ low

[(Jnatural  Tlunnatural O self-corrected

Hools broken Y N

deg. from vartical
Decay in plane of Iean: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding faclors:

[ savers

Potential for roat faflure;

Cmoderate Ulow
Buftress wounded: Y N Whaen:
Csavare [Dmoderate Diow

Sail heaving: ¥ N

e - I’
TSV o N Qﬁf}c‘fis.‘i’—o‘ %‘-ﬁ(z\ o (%\J‘-&Laan severity: [Jsevere [lmoderate [Jlow

|
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severs, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWH TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Pgor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight *

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay S exlP i io”

el Vo .
xS % A2

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap fow

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting holesbee hive

Deadwoed/stubs

Borersftermites/ants

Cankers/galls/buris

Previguys failure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to fail:

Inspection period: annual biannual other

Failure Poten#iat + Size of Pari + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

failura potentlal: 1 - fow; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Size of part: 1- <6” (15 cm); 2 - §-18" (15-45 cm);

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cmy); 4 - >30” (75 cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasionat use; 2 intermittent use;

* ¥ = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune:  [Jremove defective part T reduce end weight Ul crown clean Tlthin T raise canopf ([ crown reduce [ restructure [Ishape
{able/Brace; inspec! further: Ulrootcrown [ldecay aerial (3 monitor
Removetres: Y N Repiase? Y N Movelarget Y N Other:
Effzct on adjacent trees: Tnone [ evaluaie
Notification: Jowner Imanager []governing agency Dals:
COMMENTS , 1
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MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATIO!

DATE | Y Se,gﬂl— (7

EVALUATOR %L\am Qﬁ“{-ﬁl 7
TREE SPECIES Rﬂc\ﬁ\’_ . &imi’
TREE DINVETER ‘22 5 “

SPECIFIC TREE LOCATIGN p\rif. W [@L Ié i ’{ !\i‘?(‘(*cl""t O%Li«
{:)‘4“Li gbl}flfﬁﬁ?

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (P@
MAJOR FAULT NO.1 ZONE # c;Lm,&w L_s f‘LAﬂL r\i J—L f\fﬂ]L

=t g (?z"“"\ﬂ M/_;

MAJOR FAULT NQ.2 ZONE# DM?;? 4 iﬂpﬂk- C o EL%L ot

MAJOR FAULT NO.3 ZONE#

ACTION (CHECK ONE)

REMOVAL “/P;oa TY REMOVAL

NO REMOVAL

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

123456789 10

f VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL 7 GOOD 8 HIGH

*
NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2nskaiion

Site/Address: . HAZARD RATING:
Map/Lacation: ' fS +2 y 2. = x5
faflure + Size + Target = Hazard
Qwner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: Immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Neads further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS .
Tree t: Z_‘:}_ Species: fLlacke tual fbd‘ _
OBH: 19° # of trunks: __!M Height: Liq Spread: E_X_Qif}

Form: .} generally symmetric T minor asymmetry [ Imajorasymmetry  [Ustump sprout LI stag-headed

Crawnciass: [ dominant  [lco-dominant  Jintermmediate L] suppressed

Live crown ratio: % Ageclasss [Odyoung Lisemi-mature Ldmature (. overmature/senescent

Pruming history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped @ crown raised [ poilarded L] crown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
Cinone [l multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Speciai Value:  |specimen [l heritage/nistoric [ wildlife [Junusual [Jstreettree [1screen [lshade Uindigenous {1 protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Feliage color: mmi Llchlorotic  [Inecrctic Epicormics? Y N ~ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: @ﬁ;l [ sparse .leafsize: [normal  E3Small [Istakes [lwiresties [Dsigns [cables
Annual shoot growth; [ excellent [E’@age [COpoor Twig Dieback? Y N (Jcurb/pavement  [guards

Woundwood development: [ exgelfent Eﬁage [poor  Inone ("] other

Vigorciass: L] excellent {Bﬁage Ofair  {1poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character:.  Jresidence | lcommercial [lindustrial Clpark [Jopenspace [lnatural [ woodland\orest
Landscape fype: L lparkway (Jraisedbed Ulcontainer Limeund Ullawn LI shrubborder L3 wind break

Irigation:  [#fMone | Jadeguate  [C)inadequate [Jexcessive [} trunk wettied
Recent site disturbance? Y N [ lcomstruction [soil disturbance [grade change O lfine clearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripling grads {gwered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: fuijyage [ shaltow [l compacted [ ]droughty [ sating |lalkaline Ulacidic [.1smail volume [ disease center (T history of fail
igkclay  Dlexpansive [Jslope “ aspect: -

Obstructions;  LJlights [lsignage [7fine-of-sight LUlview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [trafiic L adjacentveg. [

Exposure {¢ wind: [ single tree  [J below canopy [ 1above canapy [T recently exposed (] windward, canopy edge [ area prong to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Dccurence of snow/ice storms [ never [ iseldom [ regularly

TARGET - .

Use Under Tree; (O buiiding [ parking [(Jtraffic L pedestrian mon [landscaps (O hardscane [small features [ utility tines
S . e

Can target be moved? Y (A~ ?yg&rastrmgd? Y {ﬁ/

Qccupancy: [ occasional use  [#htermittentuse [ frequent use [l constant use

Tne International Society of Arboricuiture assumes no responsibility for coaclusions or recarnmendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspeciroctrol: ¥ N Mushroom/conichracket prase'nl: Y N 10:

Exposed roots: Jsevere [Imoderate [Jlow Undermined: [severs [moderate [low

Roatpruned: __ distance from frunk Roolaraa affected;: _ o, Buttress wounded; ¥ N When:

Restricted roctarea: Csevers [Imoderate  [low Potential for root failure: [Jsevere Omoderate [llow
LEAN: ____ deg.fromvertical [Jnatural [ unnatural (I self-corrected Saif heaving: Y N
ljecay inplaneoflean: ¥ N Roots broken Y N Soil eracking: ¥ N

Compaunding factors: Leanseverity: [Jsevere [moderate [Jlow
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicatz presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severs, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

Bow. sweep
Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments
Inch:ded bark
Excessive end weight L d
Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity
Corks/mushrooms/bracket
Blesding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwoad/stubs
BorersAermites/ants
Cankers/galls/buris
Previous failure

%
A [

HAZARD RATING ,l
Tree part most likely to fail: £ )!'x.a L r—E\u o) Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: annual biannual other __ Size of part: 1 - <6" (15 cm); 2 - 618" (15-45 cm);

. ; 3 - 18-30" (4575 cm); 4 - 30" (75 ¢m
Feailure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1- occasiEmaI use: 2} inter?niner{lt use: )

+ 2 £ T = 3 - frequent use: 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [l reduca end weight Ulcrownclean Dlthin  [Jraise canopf Ul crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Bracs; inspect further: [lrootcrown Tidecay Jaerial O manitor

Remove trea@jr\i Replace? Y N Mave target: Y Olher

Effect on adjacent irees:  Jnone {7 evaluate

Motification: [Downer [ manager Ul governing agency  Dale:

COMMENTS
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HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATE 1Y Sveod <2

EVALUATOR 8‘;-5‘*(\% C : i

'TREE SPECIES BL’:{}C (A &\ ﬁ.@J

meeomverer_ 19 IDRH

SPECIFIC TREE LOCATIGN P\r‘éw( L KAE‘LA@LM !OWLL'?\

. ‘\,/;l\!M Lf-— ﬁﬁl/?kﬁi s SEN

HAZARD RATING

TARGET RSONS - PERTY,

AJOR FAULT NQ 1 ZONE # éf 'afs-L;La_chL o v e et
'\ _/—7 } 5_5’ ‘_-f\!\ Gk -

MAJOR FAULT NG .2 ZONE#

MAJOR FAULT NO .3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL BVVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

ACTION (CHECK ONE) /fﬁ—\\ _
NO REMOVAL ZREMOVAL £~ _PRIORITY REMOVAL

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

1234567 89 10

1 VERY LOW 1 LOW 5 MARGINAL 7 GOOD 8 HIGH

"NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2u4 esiton

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: 7

Map/Location: - ' ":Z + ’S + = ?
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

Qwner: pubtic private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating

Immediate action needed
Needs further inspection

Date: Inspector:

Date of {ast inspection:

Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree ;2 Species: {S‘LO{.E(— bi/ﬂé\\m.& 4
DBH; _il # of trunks: i Height: "H;,? Spread: ‘}S}_&l@
Farm: (I generally symmetric - [ﬂﬂ@g:symmetry ..} major asymmetry  [stump sprout [ stag-headed
Crwnclass: [ dominant =-Jco-dominant  (Jintermediate [ suppressed (
Livecrownratioo ____ % Ageclass: [young IMature Ltmature 7 over-mature/senescent

Pruning histery: [l crown cleaned [ excessively thinned (73 topped l') crown raised {]polarded (I crown reduced T3 flush cuts Ll cabled/braced
[Jnone [Imuttiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: Ispecimen [heritage/historic {Jwildlife {Junusual [streettree [lscreen [Jshade [Tlindigenous Ui protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Faliage color: E{ormaL {_ichiorotic [Onecrotic Epicormics? Y N . Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: B7ormal | sparse af size: [ normal W |)stakes [|wirefties [Jsigns [ Jcables
Annual shoot grewth: | excellent B{rag‘: (dpocr  Twig Dieback? ¥ N (Jcurb/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development:  [lexcellent [FFaverage [Jpoor Clnone () other

Vigorclass: Llexcellent [Faverage (dfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases: Coaspoado~ dda 15

SITE CONDITIONS ‘

Site Character:  [Jresidence | lcommercial ! lindustriZl [Jpark [Jopenspace [Jnatural [ woodlandvorest

Landscape type: lparkway [lraisedbed [lcontainer [Clmound [llawn {7} shrubborder L] wind break

Irrigation;  [&fione | ladequate [Uinadequate (Jexcessive [ trunk wettled '

Recen! sile diskurbance? Y N Ltcenstrucwii disturbance  [dgrade change [Jlineclearing [ site clearing
0-25%

% dripline paved: 0% 25-50% 50-78% 75-100% Pavementiifted? Y N

% dripiing w/ fill soik 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sail problems: .} drainage U shallow ["]compacted [l droughty [ satine [alkaiine | acidic (| small volume ([l disease center ] history of fail

whelay  (Jexpansive  {Jslope aspect:

Ohstructions: Cllights [signage [lline-of-sight Llview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [Dtraffic Ul adjacent veg. [
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree 1 below canopy  [1above canopy  [lrecently exposed [} windward, canopy edge [ area prone o windthrow

Prevailing wind direstion: Occurrence of snowfice storms  [Clnever  [lseldom {1 reguiarly

TARGET = v

Use Under Tree: [ building E(p;;%;ng iMraffic [Jpedestrisn Urecreation [l landscape [lhardscape [Jsmall features  [J wtility lines
Can target be moved? Y (N Can use be restricted? Y{E‘?
Oceupancy: U occasional use  [E¥intermittentuse  Ulfrequentuse  [LIconstant use

The International Soclety of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recormmendations derived from usa of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root ml:@ N Mushroorm/conk/hracket present: Y@ 1D:
Exposed roofs:  [lsevere [Imoderate (Tlow Undermined: [lsevere moderate [Jlow

Rootprumed: __ ___ distance from trunk Hool area aflected: ______ % Butiress wounded: ¥ N When:

Restricted rogt area: Jsevere U moderate  [low Polential for root failure: Osevere Dlmoderate Tlow
L

LEdH:_lZ deg. from verticat @ﬂéfra O unnatural seif-Gorrected  Soli heaving: Y W

Decay in plane of lean: Y @ Rools broken Y@ Sail cracking: YCI:“Q

Compounding {actars: Lean severlly: [lsevere [Imoderate Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severz, m = moderate, | = fow)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN THUNK SCAFFOLDS BAANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep - .

Codominants/iorks as { 7 ‘ M
Multiple attachments :

Included bark

Excessive end weight | J

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girgling

Wounds/seam . » .
Decay My LIiL” < Al el
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bieeding/sap flow
Locse/tracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/siubs
BorersAermites/ants
Cankers/galis/urls
Previous failure

7

HAZARD RATING : .
Tree part most fikely to faif: M’J/i-‘; g Failure potential: 1 -low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection pericd: ________ annual biannua other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm). 2 - 618~ {15-45 cm);

3-18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 307 (75 ¢cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
* * = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  {Jremove defective part [ reduce end weight Jcrown clean [Jthin [ raise canopf Ocrown reduce O restructure [ shape

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: [T root crown ecay [Jaerial [ monitor

Removetresz: Y N Replace? Y N Movelarge:: Y N Other:

Efiect ot adjacsnifrees:  [Tnone [levaluale

Notification:  [Jowner [Jmanager [Jgaoverning agancy  Date:

COMMENTS —_—
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HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION

DATE BL ﬁ.,,e_sﬁ {2

EVALUATOR ga[aw C\r»m -
TREE SPECIES BL)LCQ i d,fw,l

TREE DIAVETER _} 7) O3 _ ‘
SPECIF{C TREE LOCATICN pg\f‘k.‘w% Lm i K:a[t; M ; n& CL}‘-?
DC/‘L }7\ NP JQ c\f L ﬁ’?,&;\%c&/\ 7 ‘

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)

mfiz FAUL oﬁ; ZONE# C;ﬁﬁ‘;;’!‘i(&—-...:( A DML%;@ Awi

&)i‘_zf\__

MAJOR FAULT NO.2 ZONE# ch-.&x? £ (“;\rﬁmﬁh.»\ A-Jf “a %m«fk

MAJOR FAULT NO .3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMWEDIATE TREATMENTS)

ACTION (CHECK ONE}

NGO REMOVAL REMOVALSE PRIORITY REMOVAL

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE}

1234567 89 10

1 VERY LOW 3 LOow 5 MARGINAL 7 GOOGD 8 HIGH

*
NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaiuation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2 esition

HAZARD RATING: ' é;

Site/Address: -
Mzp/Location: : + Zf £ L .
Failure + Size + Target =  Hazard

Qwner: public private unknown other Potentiat  of part Rating Rating
Immediate action neaded

Needs further inspection

Dead tree

Date; _ ___ lnspector:

Date of last inspectian:

TREE CHARACTERISTIGS
Tree & 21 Species: p Lae e i Ajéh\ fuu\

DBH: _[ﬂ_zé # ot trunks: | Height: q“? Spread: QQ )(Lf 7

Form: (] genesally symmetric [Mﬁymmetw [ I major asymimetry Cistumpsprowt [ stag-headed
Crown class: [ dominant ([ co-dominant EHntermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: % Ageclass: [lyoung Idsendrmature Llmature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned L[ topped (ol erown raised (] pollarded [ crown reduced (71 flush cuts [ cabled/braced
[Jnone [ muitiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: Ispecimen [ heritage/historic {Jwildlife [lunusual [Jstreettree [screen [shade Ulindigenous [] peotected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: @ro(mal [Ichiorotic [Inecrotic  Epicormics? Y N _ Growth abstructions:

Foliage density: (MGrmal () sparse Leafsize: [lnormat  [Sseriall [[istakes [lwiretties Cisigns [.lcabies
Annual shool growth: [} excellent Bﬁ@e [Jpoor Twig Dieback? ¥ N [Jeurb/pavement [ guards

Woundweod develgpment: [0 excellent D‘éﬁ;e {Jpoor (TInone ("] other

Vigorglass: L exceilent mée [Diair  [lpoor
Maijar pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [ Jresidence | Tcommercial [lindustrial (Jpark [Tlopenspace [lnatural  Llwoodiandviorest

Landscape type: Llparkway [Traisedbed Llcontainer (lmound [llawn [ shrub border {3 wind break

lrrigation: k= oné [ Jadequate [Jinadequate [Dexcessive Lltrunk wettled

Recent site disturbance? Y N Uconstruction  Uisoil disturbance [ grade change [0 fine clearing (1 site clearing
% gripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement littad? Y N

% dripiine w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowerad: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: L} drainage L} shatlow L. compacied “Idroughty Ulsaline lalkaline U acidic [}small volume 3 disease center {73 history of fail

s-ei{ Lexpanswe (D slope
Oostructions: [ lights T signage [ line-af-sig'ht Uiview [overhead ines [Junderground utilities {Jltraffic Ul adjacent veg. LI

aspest:

Exposure to wind: [ 1single tree [ below canopy [ ]1above canopy Mrecently exposed Il windward, canopy edge [l area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Ocourrence of snowfice storms Tl never  [lsaldom  [regularly

TARGET . I

Use Under Tree: O building T parking Ultraffic L pedestrian [hrecreation [0 landscape [ hardscape T small features [ utility lines

Cantargel be moved? Y N Can yéberasmcieﬂ? Y N
Occupancy: ) occasional use ?ntermmﬂntuse [Jirequentuse  [_]constant use

The International Society of Achoricuiture assumes no responsibiity for conclusians or secommendations desived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectroot rat{7¥ N Mushroom/conk/racket present: Y @
Exposedroots:  [Jsevere [Omodsrate Ollow . Undermined: ([ severe O moderate  Cllow

Rooi pruned: ______ distance from trunk Roolarga affected: ___ 2. Bultress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted raot area:  [Isevere [moderate Cllow  Potential for rool failure: [Jsevere Omoderate O low
LEAN: ___ _ deg. fromvertical [Onatursl  unnatural Uiself-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplanecflean: Y N Rools hrokea Y N Sni} cracking: Y N

Compounding !actors: Lean severity: (lsevere Timoderatz  [Jlow
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROGT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANGCHES
Poor taper )

Bow. sweep
Codominants/forks . -
Multiple attachmenis
Included bark
Excessive end weight 9
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam
Decay Fx il j f
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Blezding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hale/bee hive
Ceadwond/stubs
Borersftermites/ants
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous {ailure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to fail: _g,guk}lp M Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severa
inspection period: ________ annual biannuat other Size of part: 1- <6” (15 cm): 2 - 6-18" (15-45 cm);
3-18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75 cm)
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating - . . e . )
- fasget rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use:;
2 22 - &

3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [lremove defective part T reduce end weight Tlcrown clean [lthin [l raise canopf Tlerown reduce (3 restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspact further: [(Jrootcrown Cdecay laerial [ monitor

Removetree: Y N Replace? Y N Mavetargel: Y N Gther:

Effect on adjacent trees:  Clnone  [Jevaluate

Notification:  [Jowner (Omanager [Jgoverning agency  Dats:

COMMENTS
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HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATE_IY ggﬁ-ﬁ =

EVALUATOR %ic’?u&) C\Z&a/u\ .
Tree species] < &fl/ LIl ;uul

TREE DIVETER [N 5 ° D RH

SPECIFIC TREE LOC%I‘IQH TQ‘VL > LP i/-/ As /LR C[{m
Oﬂ \9(;’,\ \r{(_ ﬂ/Lg\A EXTA

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY}

MAJOR F, LTNOiZONE# ch/‘lfM et C”L F)—uﬂ{ Cf“uwﬂ

PNV QY“}/?

MAJOR FAULT NO .2 ZONE#

MAJOR FAULT NO.3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

\u
s

ACTION {CHECK ONE) |
NO REMOVAL AevovaL ¥ /5 PRIORITY REMOVAL

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

1234567 89 10

1 VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL T Go0h 8 HIGH

*
HOTES



Sita/Address: . HAZARD RATING:

Map/| gcation: L{- v L = g

. Fallure + Sizz + Target Hazard
Qwner: public __ private unknown other Potenfial  of part Rating Rating

non

Date: ___ Inspector: Immediate action needsd
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS :
Tree #: ;ZJ_ Species: @Lc\&iﬁ @ {0 2\.\1\,&,[—
£ . 3 -
DEH: 22 # of trunks: Height: S~ 7 spreag: HY K 4
Farm: ] generally symmetric mﬂﬁm/ur asymmetry  LJmajor asymmetry !stump sprout - [] stag-headed

Crown class: [ domimant  [Clco-dominant  EHntermediate 7] suppressed :
Live crown ratio: & 782 % Ageclass: [young \Fsefi-mature Ll mature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [l crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [T topped [‘] crown raised (| pollarded ] crown reduced (] flush cuts L) cabled/braced
Clrone [T multiple pruning events  Approx, dates:

Special Value: “Ispecimen ] heritage/histeric (Jwildiife (Junusual (Jstreettree () screen [ishade [(indigenous [ 7protected by gov. agency
TREE HEALTH
Foliage color:  fiormat L lchlorotic  Tlnecrotic  Epicormics? ¥ N . Growth obstruetions:

Foliage density: [(Bactial [ sparse Leafsize: [dnormal Elsmal i lstakes [lwireies [Jsigns  {7lcables

Annual shool growth:  [lexcellent B‘Néﬁg"fj poor  Twig Dieback? Y N (Jcurb/pavement [ guards

Woundwoed development: [ excellen »@aﬁﬁéﬂ?ﬂ poor none {d other
E@L

Vigor class: L excellent

1 fatr H;ﬁ;,
Major pesis/diseases: (?_Q‘;.A\!};;zq_fisi'\ "('i

'SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [LJresidence | jcommercial [.lindustria! Eﬁ [Zlopenspace [natural ] woodland\orest

Landscape type;/l_%arkway (Traised bed  Ulcontainer Ulmound Effawn  [J) shrub border L] wind break
frrigation: [ #one [ ladequate [inadequate  [excessive [ trunk wattled
Recent site disturbance? Y N [construction [ soil disturbance T lgradechange (line clearing [ site clearing

% dripling paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 5C-75% 75-100% Pavemeni lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 950-73% 75-100%

Soif problems: [ ] drainage.{ I shallow [l compacted [] droughty Tlsatine [alkaline Ul acidic [.1small volume [ disease center [ histary of fail
weia"ff [Jexpansive [slope " aspect:

Obstructions: [lights [N signage  [line-of-sight Llview [Joverneadlines [lunderground utitities [iraffic  ["ladjacentveg. [
Exposure to wind: {lsingle tree [ below canopy [ labove cancpy [lrecently exposed [l windward, canopy edge  { area prone to windihsow

Prevailing wiad direction: Occurrence of snow/ice siorms  [Tlnever  [seldom  {Jregularly

TARGET i

Use Under Tres: [Jbuiding [FParking Ultrafiie (Jpedesirian (Jrecreation [Jlandscape (O hardécape O smalf features [ utifity lines
¥ Ay
Canlarget be moved? Y /N~ Canuse be resiricted? Y 40—

Occupancy: [Joccasional use  [Fnfermittentuse  frequentuse  [constant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from usz of this {orm.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFELTS: :

Su#petlraut rot: @ N Mushreom/conk/hracke! prasent: Y{b&j 1D:

Exposed roots: [Jsevere [Omoderate low Undermined: [Jsevers Omoderate [liow
Roolpruned: ______ distance from trunk Rool arsa affected: % | Buffress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rool area:  [Jsevere [lmoderate [low  Potenlial far root failure:  [Jsevere [Cmoderate  [Jlow
LEAN: __ deg. fromvertical [naturat Clunnatural D) seli-corrected Sail heaving: ¥ N

Decayin planeoflean: Y N Rosis hroken Y N Soll cragklng: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: [lsevers [Dmoderate (Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = savere, m = moderate, | = low)

BEFECT ROOT CROWN THUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks ‘ X

Multiple atiachments

Included bark

Excassive end weight L4
Gracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay s
Cavity S T77x7 H
Conks/mushrooms/brackat .
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bes hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants . <
Cankers/galls/buris
Previgus faflure

HAZARD RATING . .
Tree part most likely to fail: [ ohs e A R Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severs
Inspection period: annual biannual Size of part: 1 - <6” (16 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm):

. . ] . . 3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 307 {75 cm)
F:u[u.re Potential + Snz{e of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Yarget rating: 1 - occasional use: 2 intermmittent use:
L—‘ + :2_’ +° 2 = ’?

3 - frequent use; 4 - constan! use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prunz: [ remove defective part  (J reduce end weight [ crown clean (Ithin T raise canop® Jerown reduce ([ restructure " [ shape

other

Cabie/Bragcs: inspect further: [lrootcrown Odecay (Jaerial I manitor

Remove tres: Y N Replaca? Y N Movetargst: Y N Other:

Efiect on adjacent Irees:  (lnong [ evatuate

Maotification: [Jowner [Jmanager [ governing agency — Date:

COMMENTS : -
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MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

AZARDOUS ALUATION

DATE L{;iﬁo% £y
EVALUATOR_ ¢ : mvw/q h;iw&-ba

TREE SPECIES Rla\f:\z Lol f‘mi(

meepmerer_ 22 DB H

SPECIFIC TREE LOCAT p ‘VE I v [é'i Lo[s‘ _‘f\gci&%
DS Dol g K

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)
MQJOR_iEAULT NO.T ZONE # gc‘h@@x rrcfm AMM&:L
ol ne _ [

MAJOR FAULT NO.2 ZONE#

MAJOR FAULT NO.3 ZONE#

ACTION (CHECK ONE) p .
v 5 /PRIOR!’TY REMOVAL

'O REMOVAL @W@VA

AESTHETIC YALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

1234567 89 10

1 VERY LOW 3 LOwW 5 MARGINAL T GOQD 8 HIGH

*
MOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2uq siion

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: .

Map/Location: ' l + 7 P e %
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating

Immediate action needed
Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Dats: Inspector:

Date of tast inspectian:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tice #:ﬁ Species: { Jl\,ﬂﬁ ({)&V &
DBH: Zﬂj% ¥ of trunks: I Height: g? Spread: "ﬂx’é‘q

Ferm: (1 generélly symmetric  [Cminor asymmetry  [1major asymmetry Ulstump sprout  [lstag-headed

Crown class; [ dominant  [Jco-dominant  Dintermediate [ suppressed 5

Live crown ratio: % Agectass: Oyoung Llsemi-mature LHmatere [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned () excessively thinned [T topped I@*@aiaed Clpoliarded U crown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
(1none [ multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: Ispecimen [ heritage/historic [Jwildlife [Junusual [FrSireet wee [1screen [shade (indigenous L 1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: %rmal Ljﬁtgrotic £ necrotic Epicnrmics?& N . Growth obstruclions:

Foliage deasity: [ onormaté” 1 sparse tealsize: ([Snormal  [&Smail |}stakes [lwiresties (isigns [ lcables
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent %ﬁge [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? @ N [Jcurb/pavement  [1guards

Woundwood develepment:  [Jexcelient  d<dverage [Jpoor [Jnecne ("1 other

Vigorclass: [ excellent JZ—Ia{erage Ciair - [Jpoor
iMzjor pesis/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Llresidence | commercial [)industrial Bﬁ {.Jopenspace Llnatural [ woodiand\orest
{andscape ype: | lparkway [lraisecbed [container LUlmound m i1 shrub border L3 wind break
Irrigation: l/@u | Jadeguate [.linadeguate [Jexcessive [ trunk wettled '

Recent site disturhance? Y N Llconstruction  Clsoil disturbance  [lgrade change [lineclearing Ll site clearing

% tdripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavemenl liited? Y N
% dripline w/ fill sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripling grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: L] drainage L] shatiow [ compacted L) droughty (saline |7 alkaline [ acidic 1.}small volume [ disease center [_] nistory of {ai!
iAedy [lexpansive [ siope aspect:
Obstructions:  (Jlights ()signage [Jline-of-sight [lview {3 overheadiines Ulunderground utilities [traffic (U adjacent veg. L)

£xpasure to wind: [1single tree [ below canopy [Jabovecanopy Llrecently exposed [1windward, canopy edge 03 area prane to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms  [TInever  [seidom ([ 1regutarly

TARGET - ‘

Use Under Tree: D building L1 parking [iﬁra/fﬁc Ypedestrian ( recreation {Jlandscape [hardscape [ small features [ utility lines

il S
€an target be moved? Y {i»{ /  Canusebs restricted? Y /N~
Gcoupancy: (0 occasional use  [fintermittentuse  [liraquentuse  [constantuse

The international Seciety at Arboriculturs assumes no responsibifity for congiusicns or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspac!roolrul:@ﬂ Mushroem/conk/bracket present: Y @ ID:
U moderate T low

Exposed roats: T severe

[l severe

{Imoderate [llow

2 i U
Root pruned: .& distance from trunk Aoat area affecied: i&% Buttress wounded: @ N When: L«)‘u& &i‘g\ ]

festricted root area:  J severe Bﬂﬁerate Olow
LEAN: __ _  deq. from vertical

Decayinplanegllean; ¥ N

Compounding factors:

O natural O ynnatoeral

Aoots broken Y N

-Potential tor root failure: O severe O moderate
[ self-corrected

Soi] cracking: Y N

. Ngm.xg 4%4«255

Soilheaving: Y N

Leansaverity: (dsevere Omoderate [ low

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderats, | = low)

DEFECT

ROOQT CROWN

TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominantsffarks

Multiple attachrents

Included hark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bes hive

Deadwaood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls/urls

Previgus failure

HAZARD RATING

ree part most likely to fail:

Limbe

inspection period:

= 5

biannual
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Py T2

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - mediurm; 3 - high; 4 - severs
Size of part: 1 - <67 {15 em); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);
3-18-30" (45-75cm); 4 - 307 (75 cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use:
3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

Prune: @/rén/mve defective part Tl reduce end weight Tlerown clean [Jthin [Jraise canopf Ccrewnredece [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace:

e
Ramove tree: Yi{ A~ Replace? Y N
Effect on adjacent trees: [ Jnone

Naotification: [ Jowner [Imanager (O governing agency

Mave targel: Y{/p Gther:

1 evaluate

Inspect further: O roctcrown T decay Taerial O monitor

COMMENTS




Site/Address: HAZARD RATING: 7
Mapfocaior Failt}re : ;ze : ;zi?g? - Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Hating
Date: Inspecter; Immediate action neaded
Date ot last inspection: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

TREE GHARACTERISTICS
Tree #: ZG; Species: {’}79&"{ o

DBH:'jsi;_‘ # of trunks: i Height: ST Spread: MT

Form:  [El-feneraliy symmetric [ minor asymmetry  [Imajor asymmetry () stump sprout [ stag-headed
Ciown class: (2-ominant  [co-dominant  [Jintermediate [ suppressad

Live crown ratio: LS % Ageclass: [young Llsemi-mature [imalure Zibver-maivre/senescent

Pruning histary: 0 crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [J topped W raised Ul pollarded (5 crown reduced 3 flush cuts LI cabled/braced
{lnone {Jmuitiple pruning events  Approx. dates:
Special Vatue: Ispecimen [lhertagefhistoric [Jwildlife [lunusual [ stresttree [Jsereen Ushade (Dlindigenous [l protected by gov. agency.

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Z2fionnal  Ulchiorotic [Jnecrotic  Epicarmics? Y N ~ Growth abstruetions:

Foliage dansity: [Ffiormal  [sparse Leafsize: [Jnormal  |<smiall |istakes [wirg/ties [signs |l cables
Annuai shoot growth: [ excellent @m/erém [Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N [Jcurb/pavement  [1guards

Woundwood development:  [Jexcellent [2dverage [.lpoor [laone (J other

Vigor class: [Jexcellent i%average Ulfair [Jpoor

Major pesis/diseases: '

SITE CONDBITIONS

Sile Character: [ Jresidence ! lcommercial [Llindustriai Tlpark | Jopenspace  [lnatural ) woodland\forest

Landscape type:  Llparkway  (lraised bed {lcomtainer  UUmound [llawn [ shrubborder L3 wind break

imigation:  K2fione 1 ladequate (inadequate [Dexcessive  [1trunk wettled
Recent site disturhance? Y N [ lconstruction [ soil disturbance [ lgrade change  [lline clearing [ site clearing

% dripling paved: (% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement fitad? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% B0-759% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: (% 16-25% 25-30% 50-75% 75-1-00%

Soii problems: [ drainage |7 shallew [)compacted [ droughty [ saline [Jalkaling Llacidic (}small volume (5 disease center [} history of fail

{gflay [expansive [Tslope aspect:

Obstructions: (L lights O signage [ lline-of-sight Llview [Joverheadlines [lunderground utilities [Jtraffic L adjacentveg. Tl

Exposure 1o wind: [single tree (]below canopy [“1above canopy [l recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [Jarea prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Decurrence of snowvice storms  [lnpever  [seldom [ regularly

TARGET ) o

Use Under Tree: Jobullding D parking  {Hrafiic Dpedestrianﬂ__@ﬁg‘eaticn {andscape [hardscape [)small features (] utility lines

Can target be moved? Y@f Can usg.be restricted? ¥ L
Occupancy:  [Joccasionat use  EMntermittentuse  [lfrequentuse [ constant use

Tne International Society of Arboriculture assumas no responsibility for conclusicns or recommendations derived from use of s form,



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS: o .

Suspect root rot: 6’> N Mushroom/coni/brackel present; Y @ iD;

Exposed roots: [Dsevere [Imoderate [low Undermined: (Clsevere Tmoderate [llow
Rootpruned: ___ distance from lrunk Roolarea aftected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: (Isevere [moderate  [low Polential for rool failure: [severe [ moderate Olow

LEAN: deg. from vertical [Inatural unnatural (7 self-corrected Soil heaving: Y N

Decayin plane of lean: Y N Rootsbroken Y N Soil craeking: Y N

Compeunding factars: _ Lean severity: {lsevere [moderate Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT RGOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

Bow, sweep
Codominants/forks
Multipte attachments
Included bark
Excessiva end weight - d
Cracks/spiits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bes hive .
Deadwood/stubs ' M : M
Borersttermites/ants j
Cankers/galls/burls
Previpus failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fail; LW b3 Failure potential: 1 - fow; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: __ anmual biannual other Size of part: 1- <8” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75 cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use:
3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

+ + =

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [Tremove defective part [J reduce end weight [lcrownclean Clthin Craise canopf [crown reduce (U restructure (] shaps

Cable/Brace: Inspect lurther: Clroot crown [ldecay Uaerial [ manitor

Remove tree: ¥ N Replace? Y N ovetargst: Y N Gther:

Efiect on adjacent trees: O none  [Jevaluate

Notification:  Tlowner [0 manager {J governing agency . Datm:

COMMENTS
O {
| Jese\ v oac




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

. TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 214 sition

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: ' : + _Z-“'+ & - 7
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Cwner: public private unknown other - | Potential  of pant Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: Immediate action needed
Date of tast inspection: fteeds furiher inspection
Oead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS :
Tree #:'.39 Species: ggﬁ IL P ng 2&\,%"

ost: V8% #oftrunks: __ | Height _<¥5  Spread: = 7 % Z
Farm: [ generally symmetric {1 minor asymmetry [ Imajor asymmetry (1 stump sprout Lﬂ@de{i

Crown glass: (] dominant [ co-deminant %m?iate/ﬂsuppressed

Live crown ratio: % Ageciasss CJyoung [%Semi-mature L imature L over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned ("} topped {g€rown raised L[] pollarded L] crown reduced [ ftush cuts L.l cabled/bracec
(none [T multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:
Special Value: |specimen [T heritage/historic () wildlife [lunusual [Jstreettree [Jscreen C)shade [lindigenous [l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH P
Foliage color: £ aormal L‘n’ﬁtic Cinecrotic  Epicarmics? O N mc“’l"l SR ;_bgdﬁnhslruc? ions: K,g_ =

Foliage density: [ aormal Sparse Leaf size: [1normal H’s/ I_. siakes [wirstties [signs L) cabies
Annual shoot growth:  {Jexcellent (Javerage [lpoor  Twig Dieback? f\jf N [Jeurb/pavement  [guards
Woundwood development:  [Jexceflent [Taverage [:Tpoor [lnone [} ather

Vigor cfass: [ lexcellent [Jlaverage [Jifair @pﬂﬁf
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Silz Charagter:  [Jresidence [ lcommercial [lindustrisl [JIpark (lopenspace [lnatural O woodland\orest
Landscage typ:;/}mﬁcway (raised bed  Ulcontainer imound [Jtawn |71 shrub border L] wind break
lrigation;  {&ione

. |l adequate ysquate Mexcessive 1] trunk wettied
Recent site disturbance? ,{\?) N onstruction  [soil disturbance  Elgradechange [lineclearing  [1site clearing

. o Ty .
o, dripline paved: o4 {/{:2{,\1‘:» 0% @:/ 25-50% 50-7%% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% gripling w/f 1t soik 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
o dripline grade {owered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
Soil prablems: L] drainage {7 shallow [ compacted ] droughty {1 saline 1] alkaline |t acidic [} smallvolume [ disease centar (] history of fail

idcimy  [expansive [slope aspect:

Obstructions:  [Jlights (lsignage L[ fine-of-sight [lview [Joverheadfines [lunderground utilities [Jtraffic [ adjacent veg. L

Exposure to wind: [Isingle tree [ below canopy [Jabovecancpy [ recently exposed { Jwindward, canopy edge [} area prone fo windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowyice starms  [“lnever  [Ciseidom [ regularly

TARGEY p :

Use Undar Trae: Dbunldmg I_.parkzng L_l.t:‘é}faf;‘ Dpedestnan Urecreation [Diandscape [lhardscape [Jsmallteatures {1 uiility fings

Lan target he moved? Y fﬁ / Can use be restricled? ¥ ;f\i /
e
Qceupancy: [Joccasional use  [intermittent use L) frequnm use [Jconstant use

The international Society of Arboricuiture assumes ng respensinility for conclusicns or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS: o
Suspac! rool mt@ N Mushmurﬁlt:nnkfhrackat present.’ Y @ i0:
Exposed rogts: severe  [moderate (Jlow Undermined: Olsevere Omoderate Dlow

3 ;’ . ™ g . -
Rool pruned: ‘_C?___ distance from trunk Root area affected: L& 9 Buitress wounded: @N When: if}{“ :i'fif\f:‘*

Restricted root area:  Olsevere  Tmoderate [low Folential for root faifure:  Tlsevers Tmodarate Olow

LEAH.'_i___ deg. from vertical  [Inatural  Olunnatural [ self-corrected Sl heaving: Y N
Decayinplane of lean: Y N Roats hroken Y N Soi_l cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: [Jsevere [Imoderate [Jiow
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severily (s = severe, m = moderale, | = low)

OEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

Bow, sweep
Codominants/forks
Multipte attachments
included hark
Excessive end weight %
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam Y
Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loosefcracked bark
Nesting holefbee hive .
Deadwoad/stubs = =
BorersAermites/ants
Cankersfgalis/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tres part most fikely to fail: Maza | S s Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - savere
Inspection period: annual biannual other Size of part: 1- <6” (15 cmy); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 crm):;
. . . . . 3-18-30" (45-75cm); 4 - >30” {75 cm)

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating o . e . .

s ) Target rating: 1 - occastonal use; 2 intermittent use:;

S v 2 v P = 7 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remeve defective part [ reduce end weight [crownclean Clthin Ol raise canop® Oerown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cabie/Brace: Inspect further: Clrootcrown [Cdecay Daerial [ monitor
Remove lres: ¥ N Replace? Y N Movetargel: Y N Other;

Eifect cii adjacent trees: Tnone [ evaluate

Notification: Jowner OImanager U governingagency  Date:

COMMENTS

i

G o foa a e
NN R TR




MINCR FAULTS {(LABEL IMMEDIATE TREATMENTS)

HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATE HQ % 22
EVALUATOR ‘E%iw, C7f~73m i

TREE SPECIES @L\c)c L s \a d

meepmvETER_ 1K D 314
SPECIFIC TREE LOCATIGN o< A I{ g@{\b\ o Kds i ﬁ’L""‘\
f!f)b\r fc’\zﬁ [—aﬂt 0. b\, PJ\;LLQ ﬂ’”?@j &m

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)

MAJOR FAULT NO.1 ZONE # j;\.‘e& L < /‘ib ":r\j? ﬁ”l\L? -2{} oMol

MAJOR FAULT NO.2 ZONE#

MAJOR FAULT NO .3 ZONE#

ACTION (CHECK ONE} ///7“—‘/::*7\
oraon__ reon__ Cunluamon £

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

12345672389 10

1 VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL 7 GOOD g HiGH

*
NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

L TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 14 aiion

Site/Addrass: HAZARD RATING: g
Map/ ocation; ' 3 + '? 7 -

Falure + Size + Targt = Hazard
Qwner public private unknown other Potential  of part Rating Rating

Immediate action needed
Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Date: ________ Inspector:

Date of fast inspection:

TREE CHABACTERISHCL
Tree #:” 31 Species: (ﬁéc L’ P

e M worwunks: 1 Heignt G0 spreag: TSH TS

Form: I}fﬁmrally symmetric  {] minor asymmetry  {7) major asymmetry [ 1stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crownclasss (C dominant  J co-dominant Ointerrmediate £ suppressed
Live crown ratied, ZQ‘ % Ageclass: Oyoung Llsemi-mature L) mature [ﬁﬁmaturefsenescent

Pruning history: [ crown cieaned [ excessively thinned [Ttopped (&Trown raised [ pollarded 3 crown reduced (71 flush cuts L.J catled/braced
(Irnone [multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . Ispecimen (] heritage/historic L witdlife ) unusual [ﬂé@ltree Cscreen (Jshade LJindigenous 'l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: %al [lchloratic [Znecrotic Epicormics? Y N .. Grawth obstructions:

Foliage deasity: [@iormal L sparsa Leafsize: [lnormal lm IVstakes [lwiretties [Isigns |.Jcabies
Annual shool growth:  |_lexcellent @—avﬁae [Jpoor  Twig Uiehack?@N {Jcurb/pavement (! guards

Woundwood development:  [lexcelent [Zraverage [Mpoor [Cnone [] other

Vigorelass:  Llexcellemt [haverage Clfair  [Jpoar
Major pests/diseases: )

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler:  (lresidence [ lcommercial {lindusirial  Clpark [Copenspace [lnatural [ woodlandvorest
Landscape type: parkway  [lraisedbed Llcontainer {lmound [Jlawn [ shrubborder [ wind break
Irrigation:  Fonone 1 Jadequate  [Jinadequate Tlexcessive 17l trunk wetiled:

Recent site disturbance? Y N [Jconstruction [ seil disturbance E%l:hange line clearing L site ciearing
% gripline paved; 0% 10-2ﬁo 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lited? Y N

%, drigling w/ il soil: 0% (T 25% %7 25-50%:350-75%  75-100%

% dripline grade lowerex; 0% 10 25% 25 50% 50-73% 75-100%

Soil problems: 1.} drainage U shailow [ compacted [ droughty Ul saline { Talkaline |l acidic {1 smatl voiume [ disease center [ history of fail
i4clay  Llexpansive {lslope .

aspect:
Obstructions:  Llfights [Jsignage [Jkne-of-sight [lview [Joverhead lines L[Junderground utilities (Jtraflic [ adjacentveq. [l
Exposure towind: LJsingle tree 7 below canopy [labove canopy [Tl recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prane to windthrow

Prevailing wing direction: Occurrence of snow/ice storms  [Jnever  (seldom [ reqularly

TARGET |

Use Under Trze: Dbualdmg [ parking Lgr‘f/;r [ pedestrian ‘,Urecreanon ‘UClandscape [hardscaps [ small features [ utitity lines
Can target be moved? YL/ Cany /s ba resiricted? Yf e
Occupancy.  [Joccasional use  [Diftermittentuse  [Jirequentuse [ constant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS
ROQOT DEFECTS: .
Suspecirootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk/bracke! present: ¥ N 10;

_Exposedroots: [severe Omoderate  Jlow Undermined: Clsevers {Ormoderats [Tlow

Rootpruned: __ distance from trunk Rootareaafecled: ____ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea:  Jsevere [lmoderate [llow  Polential for rool Failure: [severe moderate [Jlow
LEAH:__ deg. from vertical [ Inatuwral Clunnatural [ sedf-corrected Soll heaving: Y N
Decayinplane gflean: Y N Roots braken Y N Sni.l_cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: [Csevere [Dmoderate [(Jiow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severily (s = savere, m = moderale, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BAANCHES

Pogr taper

Bow. sweep

Codominants/forks

Multipte attachments

included bark

Excessive end waight ¢ [l

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girgdling

Wounds/seam _
Dacay < N
Cavity ¥y % -
Conks/mushrooms/bracket '
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants .
Cankers/galls/uris
Previous failurg

HAZARD RATING e
Tree part most fikely to faif: L?,@qu/' {eAibe 4= ED : Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
inspection period: annual biannual other Size of part: ; . :86”3%15(:?]7:52 . 6}'13" {12{-}45{;:511): :
. R . . - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 30" {75 cm
Failure Potertial + Slii.m Part + TargﬂiRanng B Hazird Rating Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent yse:
g + T4 S R 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prung:  [Jremove defective part [l reduce end weight Tlcrownclean Uthin [J raise canop® Jorownreduce [ restructure  [J shape

Cable/Bracs: Inspact further: Olroot crown [ldecay T aerial  {J monitor
! e

Remuove tree: @j N Replace? Y N Move largel: Y {N// Lther:

Effect on adjacent trees:  [lnone  Jevaluate

Nofificatien: [Jowner [manager [lgoverningagency  Dals:

COMMENTS :
e ey 1 = T
[ = N . - 5 i s
{7 o g Heprad Lpnpection
I I TR D VoA bl e TR : ERR S - P -
HAES S 9 G U i HE




HAZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATEN ga.pw[ (2

EVALUATOR Qicm Qf“&—v‘L

TREE SPECIES, /@d\f_ _

meeomverer_ Y DRH |

SPECIFIC TREE LOCATION @9(‘\fi [{Qé\fl r“mc{ Q—D K- L A Qch”’i
PN&“A)g (o] Du,\—) D plié*c\ 230N

HAZARD RAT!N G

TARGETM - PROPERTY)
MAJOR FAULT TZONE# ﬂ”lu\a« /7(2&‘-

iagd “\ n -!sf\aw& &«

ocka] ol

N

[N

MAJOR FAULT NO.2 ZONE#

MAJOR FAULT NG.3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMVEDIATE TREATMENTS)

ACTION {CHECK ONF) % \
NO REMOVAL REMOVAL £ - —PRIORITY REMOVAL

AESTHETIC VALUE ({CIRCLE ONE)

123456789 10

T VERYLOW 3 iow 5 MARGINAL 7 GOOD 8 HIGH

*
NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2nitstion

Mag/Location: ' ? A A
Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Owner; pubtic private unknown other Potentiat  of part Rating Raling
Date: Inspector: Immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead treg

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree #: 27 Spacles: L)if?}&—@ ﬁéivé
o8H: 24 7 # of trunks: { Height 7 ) Spread: Hig®3D

Ferm: L] generaily symmetric Ofinor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [ stump sprowt [l stag-hieaded

Crownclass: [ domipant (3 s-dominaf;I Cintermediate [ suppressed

Live crowa ratio: % Ageclass: Olyoung  |lsemi-malure wfmﬁe "] over-mature/senascent

Pruning histary: ) crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [] topped U crown raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced [ flush cuts {]cabled/braced
fIngne [ multiple pruning evenls  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . Ispscimen [ heritage/historic (- wildlife (Junusual [ street tree [screen [lshade (Dindigenous || protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH . —_—

Foliage color: ] nermal ymrotic [ necrotic Epicsrmics?@;l\l//‘ . Growth obstructions:
‘ ~Tsmall

Foliage density: [ normal” i_]spafseB/Lea(siza: (.1 normal |Istakes {wiresties [signs [.icables
Annuat shoot growth: | lexcellent [Faverage [Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N {Mcurb/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development:  Ulexcellent  [Fdverage [Jpoor [none "I other
Vipor class: [ jexceilent Ehﬂage Cifair [ poor
Major pests/diseases:

SITE GONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence | tcommercial [.lindustial ([park ["lcpen space [(patural [ woodland\forest

Landscape type: Llparkway [raisedbed Jcontainer [ZJmound {Zlawn ) shrub border . L5 wind break

irigation:  [inone | ladequate [inadequate [ excessive  Ultrunk wettled
Recent site disturbance? Y N [ leonstruction  [soil disturbance [ grade change Ulfine clearing L] site clearing

% dripline paveg: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavemenl lifled? Y N
% dripline v/ fiil soil: 0% 16-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% * 50-75% 75-100%

Soil probiems: L] drainage ¢ shallow [ compacted [l droughty L) saline U3 atkaline LTacidic [ismall volume [ disease center [] history of fail

[clay [Jexpansive [Jslope ®  aspect
Obstructiens: (Jlights [Jsignage [!line-of-sight L.lview [ overhead lines (J underground utiliies [Jtraffic (] adjacent veg. Ll
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree [} below canopy Mabave canopy [ recently exposed [l windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

Oceurrence of snew/ice storms  [Jnever  [seidom [ regularly

Prevailing wind direction:

TARGET |

Use Under Tree: [ Jbuilding 71 parking [ traffic [ pedestrian D recreation ] landscape (Jhardscape [Jsmall features [ utifity lines

T - _ T
Cantarget be moved? Y (N Can st be restricted? ¥ (/7
L S
Qccupancy:  LJ occasional use @'ﬁermiﬁent use [ frequentuse  [lconstant use

The International Society of Arboricullure 2ssumes no responsibility for conclusions of recemmendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root rui:@ N Mushroom/conk/bracket prosent: Y 67 1D
Exposed roots: Isevere O moderate Clow Undermined: [isevere [Imoderate [liow

Root pruned: distance from trunk Aoot area affecled: %, Butiress wounded; Y N When:

Reslricted rootarea:  Oisevers [moderate Tilow  Potential for roal lailure: [severa Omoderate Olow
LEAN: _ __ deg.fromvertical Jnatural  DOlunnatural Oself-corrected  Solf heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneoflean: ¥ N Roots broken Y N Soil cracking: ¥ N

Compounding factors; Lean severityy [Jsevers moderate [Jlow
CROWN DEFECTS: indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = maoderate, | = fow)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codominants/forks o

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight @

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

e : ot .
Wounds/seam - TR 4 b KR

Decay

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hale/bes hive

Deadwood/stubs M )

BorersAermites/ants

Cankers/galls/burls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING ,
Tree part most likeiy to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection periad: annual biannual other Size of part: ; - :86;%15(3?)7 52 - 5)“2" (1;)45( ;;“)3 |
. - i i - - 18-307 (45-75 cm); 4 - 307 (75 cm
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1 - occasional use: 2 intermittent use
¥ * B 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  UIremove defective part [ reduce end weight Clcrownclean [lthin [ raise canopf icrown reduce U restructure [ shape

Cabie/Brace: inspect lurther: Tirootcrown (decay Daerial  [J monitor

Remavelrse: ¥ N Replace? Y N Movetargel: ¥ N Gther:

Effect on adjacent trees: [none [Devaluate

Motification: [lowner O manager T governing agency _ Date:

™ £
o . I .1 Q A !
N - 1 L e S - NN s .
VS Udck oot & A0 T REOGY o e Lleraen
VAL Dl T ¥ ? ' P
L2y Z - H
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U - 7 g3 7 [eedwiesd
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

| TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2nq esition

Site/Address: - HAZARD RATING: L} (:g
; : - I =
Map/Location: - i
wlocatan Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Dwner; publiic private unknown ather Potentiat  of part Rating Rating

immediate action needed

Date: Inspecton

Neads further inspection
Dead tree

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARAGTERISTICS L
Trae #: ”55 Species: GD&LC e
DBH: ﬁ‘{i; # of trunks; __} Height: L2 Spread: 27X 3L

Form: [ &-gEnerally symmetric  [J minor asymmetry  [1major asymmetry [Jstumpsprout L7 stag-headed

Crowa glass: [ dominant o-dominant  [(Jintermediate ';-E:lsuppressed

Live crown ratic: % Ageclass: dyoung [lsemi-mature [(dmatire [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned (7 excessively thinned (topped ('J crown raised [ pollarded (O crown reduced [ flush cuts LI cabled/braced
[3none [7) multipie pruning evenis  Approx. dates:
Special Value: |specimen [heritage/nisteric [wildife [Junusual [streettree [lscreen [)shade [Tindigenous L[1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH ___

Foliage colet: %nal [lchiorotic [lnecrotic Epicormics? Y N ~ Growth abstructions:

Foliage density: Q—nﬁ [ sparse Leafsize: [Inormal [gsnmall Cistakes  {lwiremies Clsigng  [)cables
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent Iﬂav{ge [Opoar Twig Dighack? Y N {Jcurt/pavement [ guards

Woundweod development: [ excelient F_;J;avenf/ Cipoor  [Clnone (Jother

Vigorclass: Ljexcellent [Zaverage Ulfair  [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characterr [lresidence | lcommercial [lindustridt  (Jpark [Clopenspace (Tnatural  Llwoodiand\orest
Landscape type: Llparkway [Traisedbed |Jcontainer [Jmound (Jlawn L) shrubborder L1 wind break
Irrigation: Hl—a‘o’f/le | ladequate [Jinadequate excessive  [ltrunk wettled

Recent site disturhance? Y N Ulconstruction  Ulsoil disturbance [l grade change  [llineclearing Ll site clearing
% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 73-100% Pavemenilifted? Y N

= dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowsered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil probtems: | 1drainage [ shaflow [ compacted {1droughty Llsaling [Talkaline Ulacidic Ulsmakt volume O disease center [ history of fail
i tfay [Jexpansive [slope aspect: .
Obstructions: [Jlights T)signage (Jiine-of-sight [lview [Joverhead lines (Tunderground utiliies L traffic [l adjacent veg. L[l

Exposure to wind: [isingle tree L1below canopy [} above canopy T recently exposed L windward, canopy edge () area prone to windthraw

Prevailing wind direstion: Occurrence of snowfice storms [ lnever (Oseldom [ regularly

?ﬁ%&i? ‘
e Under Tree: ljunidmg Dparkmg _H’raﬁlc Dp=dustnan Ul recreation [] landscape [ hardscape [lsmall features U utility lines
Cantargal be moved? Y fN/ Can use be resiristed? Y ._/ e

Dcewpaney:  [Joccasional use [ intermittentuse  [frequent use Ej/onatamusn

Tre Internationat Society of Arbericulture assumes ng respensibility for conclusions o recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rut:N Mushroom/fconk/bracket present; Y @ 1D:

Exposed roots:  {Jsevere (Imoderate (Jlow  Undermined: Llsevere [Imoderate [liow
Roctpruned: ____ distance from trunk Rootareaafiectad: __ v, Buttross wounded: Y N When;

Reslricted root arga:  [dsevere (Imoderate [llow  Potential for rool failure:  [lsevera Omoderate (Jlow
LEAN: ___  deg.fromverfical [Jnatural [Junnatural Clself-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneoflean: ¥ N Rooisbroken Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: Elsevere Clmoderate  Tllow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT RQOT CROWN TRUNK ' SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

Bow, sweep )
Codorminants/forks w2
Muttiple attachments
included bark
Excessive end weight L4
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam M
Decay o A i
Cavity v
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting holefbee hive
‘Deadwaood/atubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous failure

Yo
o~

HAZARD RATING

Tree part mos? likely to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspecticn period: ________ annual biannual other Size of part: 1-<6” (15 cm): 2 - 6-18" (15-45 cm);
Faiiure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Ratin 3 -18-30" (4575 cm): 4 - 530" (75 can)
auure Fotential + Size 0 + g 9= g Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermitient use:

* + = 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: remove defective part [ reduce end weight [erownclean Tithin D raise canop® Ocrownreduce [ restructure {Jshape
Cable/Brace: Ingpect turther: [ root crown y m {J manitor

Removelree: Y N Replage? Y N Movetargel: Y N Bthar:

Effect on adjacent frees:  dnone  Jevaluate

Notification:  [lowner [ manager [ governing agency  Date:
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» A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 214 esition

Site/Address: ] HAZARD RATING:

Mag/Locaticn: ' : [ { + L{: = (:;
Failure + Size + Tarbet = Hazard

Qwner; puhtic private unknown other Potential  of part- Rating Rating

Immediate action nested
Needs further inspection
Dead free

Date; inspector:

Date of fast inspectian;

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #: %“1 Species: IS‘S(‘ @C\.(’C )

GBH: 351 # of trunks: J_m Height: _Efj_ Spread: “_3&!1_2@

Form:  [J generally symmetric [MF\B} asymmetry [ major asymmetry  [Jstumpsprout (] siag-headed
Crownclass: [0 dominant %inam Ointermediate [ suppressed s

Live crown ratio: Fo Ageclass: Oyoung [ Lsemi-mature [lmature  ©over-maturefsenescent

Pruning history: [0 crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Jtopped (gfCrown raised [ pollarded ] crown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
Clnore [}multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:
Special Value:  1specimen [} heritage/historic [Iwildlife [Junusual [Jstresttree [Jscreen [Cshade Llindigencus 1L 1protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage colorr  normal  LUlchlorotic [ necrotic  Epicormics? Y N _ Growth gbstrictions:

Foliage density: [normal Ll sparse Leal size: [Inormal  [Jsmall [istakes Owireties [Clsigns [lcables
Annual shoot growth: | lexcetlent [Taverage [ipoor Twig Dieback? Y N (2 curb/pavement  [lguards

Woundwood development:  Oexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor Ulnong (1 other

vigorclass:  Llexcellent [Daverage [far  [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: [ residence | |commercial [ lindustrial EQ—pﬁrx/E] open space [ 1natural [ woedlandvorest
Lanpdscape typs: parkway  [lraised bed Jcontainer L) mound i“tawn 7] shrub border L) wind break
irrigation: = hone L) adequale ‘Wequale Clexcessive | trunk wettled .

Recent site disturbance? @ N [4Construction [7lsoil disturbance {lgradechange liineclearng  [lsite clearing
% driptine paved: 0% 10-25%  25-50% 56-75% 75-100% Pavement iifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fil soil: 0%  {1028% 25:50% 5075% 75-100%
)
% dripine grade lowered: 0% 0i25% 25-50% S075% T75100%

Soit probiems: ) drainage. (D shallow (] compacigd [ droughty Ulsafine (Jalkaline L acidic (1small volume [ disease center []histery of fail
i<cfay  [Jexpansive [ slope aspect: :

Obstructions:  1lignts O signage [ line-of-sight Ulview [ overhead fines [Junderground utilities [ trafic {"ladjacent veg. [J

Exposure ta wingd: [3single tree [ below canopy | Tabove canopy ﬂ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge  [J area prong to windthrow

Oceurrence of snowdice storms  [lnever [ seldom  (regularly

Prevailing wind direction:

TARGET < I

Use Under Tree; Eﬁ)ﬁlding {parking tratfic O pedestrian £ recreation [Jlandscape [ nardScape O small features {1 atility lines
g“;-‘; N . ;J-_v";;

Cantarget be maved? Y ;ﬁ_&/ 7 Canuse bereslricled? Y /"N 4/”"‘

Occupancy:  [Joccasionaiuse  [Jintermittentuse  [lirequent use [#rdnstant use

The Internationat Society of Arboriculture assumas no responsibility for conciusions or recommendaticns gerived from vse of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS: _
Suspect root rot: @N Mushroom/cank/bracket present; Y@ ID:
Expesed roots: [Isevere [moderate Dlow Undermined: [lsevers [Imoderate [iow

Roolpruned: ____ distance from trunk Huniaraa affected: _ % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

Reslricted rootarea: [Jsevere [Omoderate (iow  Potential far root failura: [Osevare [Omoderate [Jlow
LEAN: ___ deg fromverticd [Jnatural [Junnatural [ self-corrected Soil heaving: Y N
Qecayinplene ofjean: ¥ N Roots broken Y N Soi} cracking: Y N

Campounding factars: Leanseverity: [lsevere Imoderate [Olow
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (S = severe, m = moderale, | = low)

DEFECT RGOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper .

Bow, sweep
Codominants/lorks
Multinle attachments
included bark
Excassive end weight d
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam ' | |
Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive .
Deadwood/stubs -~ i
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galis/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection period: annual biannual other __ Size of part: 1- <67 {15 cm): 2 - 5-18” (15-45 cm);

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75 ¢cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittant use:
3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

+ + =

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [Jremove defective part ] reduce end weight [Jcrownclean Tlthin [ raise canop® [lcrown reduce ] restructure [ shape

Cabla/Brace: inspact further: (0 roat crown c;ay aerial  [Jmanitor
Removetree: Y N Replaca? Y N Mavatargelh Y N Bther

Effect on adjacent irees:  [Onone [ evaluate

Notifieation:  Jowner [Imanager [ governing agency . Data:
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 204 eaion

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
_ }1 + 2’ + L‘i’ = ?

Magp/Location: e n

Fallure  + Size + Target = Hazard
Owner; public private unknown cther Poteptial = of pant Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: immediate acticr needed
Date of last inspection: ~ Needs further inspaction

Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree f: ﬁ_ Speties: @‘—AVL’ F

DBH: % # of trunks: __ 1 Height: @ 7 Spread: SCPASES

Form: L ."ge/ner;l’y symemetric [ minor asymmetry [ Imajorasymmetry Llstumpsprowt L stag-headed
Crownclass: [ dominant [(Zeo<dominant  Jintermediate | suppressed x-
Live crown ratio: % Ageclass: [young [lsemi-mature lHwmiflre L) over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped @'E’rlt};m raised [l pollarded [ crown reduced Ulflush cuts L cabled/braced
[none [1multiple pruning events  Approx. dates: :
Special Value: "Ispecimen [ heritagashistoric U wildlife (Clupusual [T streettree ([ screen [lshade [lindigencus [l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: E‘Tﬁn:a—l t ichiorotic [Cnecrotic  Epicormies? Y N . Grﬁwlh obstrisetions:

Foliage density: CEnofmal L sparse Leafsize: [dnormal &lsmall - Iistakes Uiwirefies L(lsigns [ Jcahles
Annual shoot grawth:  {_|excellent @ﬂﬁ O poor  Twig Dieback? Y N (T eurb/pavernent [ guards

Woundwood development: [ Jexcelient | 'ueragé [Ipeor [lnone ' (] other

Vigarclass: L] excellent Davaﬁé Ofair  [Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: ‘

SITE CONDITIONS .

Site Character: _lresidence [ commercial [ lindustrial [3%Park [Jopenspace [lnatural [ woodlandorest
Landscape type:  llparkway (Traisedbed Llcentainer [ mound [:hm ) shrub border (J wind break Eg ~\A " P §
frrigation; [+ ine [ ladequate [ linadeguate [Jexcessive [ ltrenk wettled o g ~

[lline clearing ~ CIsite clearing  &/#- '\J(‘i §2§5:{3

Recent site disturbance? éf‘} N nstruction [ soil disturbance L1 grade change

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%  25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lited? Y N

% dripline w/ fil soil: 0% < !10-\’5% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% gripline grade lowsered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: | drainage [ shallow ) compacted [ droughty {Isaline []alkaline Llacidic L.ismall volume (I disease center [} history of fail

=ty {Jexpansive {Jsiope aspect:
Obstructions: [liights [signage [Jlne-of-sight [lview (Joverhead fines (Junderground utiftes [ltraffic [Cladjacentveg. U

Exposure to wind: (Isingle tree [ below canopy [“labove canopy [recently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge ([ area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms  Unever  (Jseldom [Tl regularly

TARGET » - |
Use Under Tres: E{!ﬁngf‘f] parking ralfic [ psdestr?_‘.._[_l recreation {landscape [lhardscape [Jsmaltfeatures [iutility lines
Can largaf be mowed? Y C;fj Can use De restricied? Y -~ 7

Occupancy: [ Joccasionaluse  [Tintermittentuse  [lirequentuse  [d-ecnstant use

The international Society at Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

RGQTDEFEGTS:
'Sus;:eclrumrui: (_9 N Mushroem/conk/bracket present; Y 0 1:
- Expased rools: [dsevere moderate [Jlow Undermined: [lsevere [Imoderate [Jlow

Aoeotpruned: _ distance from tronk Rootareaaffecied; _ % Buliress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea:  (severe moderate (llow  Potential for root failure: [severe [imoderate [Jlow
LEAN: ____ _ deg.fromverticd [Jnatural [lunnateral Clself-correcied  Soil heaving: Y N
Oecay in plane of lean: Y N Roets broken Y N Soi_l cracking: Y N

Compounding factors; Lean severity: [dsevers [moderate low
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor tapsr

Bow. sweep .
Codominants/torks ' =
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight 9
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds/seam
Decay =
Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive .
Deadwood/stubs { L
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to faif; Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high: 4 - severe
Inspection period: _~______ annual biannual other Size of part: ; . ;‘g;gf 2?3752 . 613 (12515 _‘;g"‘):
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating - 18-30" (45-75 cm): 4 - 5307 (75 cm)

Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use:
D P N -

i : d - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [lremove defective part [Jreduce end weight [ crown clean L1 thin O raise canopf [Jcrown reduce (3 restructure [ shape

Cahle/Bracs: tnspect further: [rootcrown decay (laerial O monitor
Remove tree: Y N Repiace? Y N Movelarget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacenttrees: [none [Jevaluate

Motification: Cowner [Imanager [lgoverningagency  Data:

COMMENTS _ .
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2 edition

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
< Z ‘”'ig

Map/Location: ) :/? P2+ = L

Failure + Size + Targel = Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Potentiat  of pant Rating Rating
Date: Inspector: ' Immediate action needed
Date ot last inspection Neads further inspection

Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS ___
Tree &: ,;ﬁ_ Species; {Qf’k_ L( @
DBH: ﬂf/# gitrunks: ____+  Height: _C’i_?_ Spreadgﬂ

Form:  [.] generally symmetric ;J/ﬁ'l’l;;r asymmetry L[] major asymmetry [ stump sprout [l stag-headed

Crown class: ominant  [Jco-dominant  [Jintermediale £ suppressed o

Live crown ratio; % Ageclass: [lyoung [Jsemi-mature [(<demature [l over-mature/senescent

Pruning histary: 5 crown cleaned 71 excessively thinned (1 topped @'c?orwn raised () poHlarded (3 crown reduced (7] flush cuts LI cabled/braced
(D none [T multipie pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: I specimen [ heritage/historic {wildlife [Junusuat [l streettree [dscreen [)shade (lindigenous [l protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Fgliage color: =fiormal L lchlorotic [Inecrotic Epicormics? Y N ~ Growth obstructions:

Foliage denslty: Griormai L) sparse teafsize: [Onormal ~ I,il}sm Iistakes Ulwiretiss [dsigns [lcables
Annual shoot growth: L excellent VEiZQE/].J poor  Twig Dieback? Y N [Jeurtypavement [ guards

Wwoundwood development:  Jexcellent [Faverage [Jpoor Llnone [ other

Vigor class: [ excellent [%r/age liair [ poor

Major pests/diseases:
SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: residence | fcommercial  {.iindustrial E}ﬁg [lopenspace: [inatural [ woedland\orest

Landscape ty;i:/u«ﬁarkway [“lraised bed  [Jcomtaines [Jmound [HdWwn  [lshrub border L1 wind dreak
Irrigation: »hone | ladeguate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive  LJtrunk wettled
Recent site disturbance? Y N LUlconstruction [ soil disturbance  [grade change  [line clearing [Isite clearing

o, dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-79% 75-100% Pavement lilted? Y N
%, dripline w;/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: Liw&gé’ {7 shallow [ compacted [ droughty {7 saline {Jalkaline Ulacidic [lsmall volume [ disease center [ 1histary of fal
aspect: -

(~fClay  LJexpansive [lslope
Obstructions: [Jlights [signage [Jfine-of-sight LUlview L[Joverhead fines [ underground utilities  [Jtraffic [ adjacentveg. [
Exposure to wind: [Jsingle tree 1] below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed ] windward, canopy edge [ area prone 10 windthrow

Prevailing wind direclion: Occurrence of snowfice storms  [Dnever  [Dsetdom [ regularly

TARGET :
Us2 Under Tree: Dbu;ldmg,t_.parkmg Otraffic L] pedestriap. E__trﬂcr ation (Jlandscape (Jhardscape [Jsmall features [ utility lines

Can targe! be moved? Y ‘ff\i Can usg by restricled? Y fﬂ
Qccupancy: [ occasional use “;r’(’ﬁ{/ mitient use [ Jirequentuse  [Jconstant use

The Intarnational Society of Arboricutture assumes no responsibitity for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOQT DEFECTS: .
Suspect root rolzfp N Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y 0 1D:
Exposedroots: [Jsevere moderate (Slow Undermined: [lsevere [Jmoderate [low

Rootpruned: ___  distance fromtrunk  Rool area affected: — %  Bultresswounded: Y N  When:

Restricted root area:  [Isevere [Omodsrate [(llow .  Potentia! for rool lailure: [severe [lmoderate [Dlow
LEAN: _____ deg. fromvertical [Jnatural [ unnatural Uself-corrected  Soil heaving: ¥ N
Decayinplane of lean: ¥ N Rools broken Y N Sai_l cracking: Y N

Campounding facloers: '

Lean severity: [Jsevere Tmoderate [Jlow
CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderale, | = low)

DEFECT - ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

Bow, swaep
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachmenis
Included bark
Excessive end weight L d
Cracks/splits
Hangers
Girdling e . %
Wounds/seam 9K A B Bt oosiE
Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Laose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive .
Deadwood/stubs . i
Borersftermites/ants Yizseabh
Cankers/galis/burls :
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fail; Faiture potential: 1 -low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: ______ annual biannua! other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 em);
. . . . . 3 - 18-30" (45-75 cmy; 4 - 30" {75 cm)
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating T . . e . .
, : 5 arget rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;
B 2 2 - %

3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [lremove defective part [ reduce end weight Tlcrownclean (Jthin O raise canopf [ crown reduce [ restructure [ ]shape

Cable/Brace: ___ _ ‘ inspact further: [ root crown decay [Jewrial [ monitor
Remuvstree:@ N Replaca?é’ N Move targsl: Y(ﬁ; Cther:

Etfect on adjacent trees: Oncne [ evaluate

Nolification:  Tlowner ] manager [ governing agency . Daie:

COMMENTS
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AZARDOUS TREE EVALUATION
DATE Iy Sg}(— P2 |
EVALUATOR %m C)\w -

TREE SPECIES KOA_,L

TREE DIvETER__ 357 [DB# _ :
SPECIFIC TREE LOCATIGN @ﬁi‘mﬁ; Ay ‘{fﬁ K}({s K'w;

L@L va\ﬁt\s\ p c\’"k ff\/Lg.\cR;&.éﬁ/?

HAZARD RATING

TARGET (PERSONS - PROPERTY)

U0

J J
M&JORF LT NO. ZONE # Céwjr«!. L 4t »st (f%

Adigz Vs A p

MAJOR FAULT NO .2 ZONC#

MAJOR FAULT NG .3 ZONE#

MINOR FAULTS (LABEL IMMEDIATE TREATMENTS)

ACTION {CHECK ONE} /’:“\\\

i F .
NG REMOVAL REMOVAL &~ PRIGRITY REMOVAL
K“MM—_—_-_.-—'—‘

AESTHETIC VALUE (CIRCLE ONE)

1234567 89 10

1 VERY LOW 3 LOW 5 MARGINAL 7 GOOD 8 HIGH

*
NOTES



A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

. TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM s esiton

Sits/Address: HAZARD RATING: .
Map/.eeation: ' . i: # _1 i T2 V
_ Failure + Size + Targst = Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Date: Inspector; Imimediate action needed
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree #: gl Species: {’@Az’}’ Y

DBH: _oLw # of trunks: Q Height: Spread: ___

Form: L] generaly symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry  £istump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: dominant  co-dominant O intermediate Dsuppressed

Live crown ratia: % Ageclass: lyoung [%semi-malure =ffhature Ll over-mature/senescent

Pruning histery:  [J crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [ topped S
Ldnone [ multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

crown raised (] poflarded (] crown reduced [ flush cuts L] cabled/braced

Special Value: ."Ispecimen [lheritagefistoric (Jwildlife [“Junusual [Jstreettree [Jscreen [Jshade Jlindigencus Ll protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH ‘
Foliage color: E@/r?ak | Ichloratic  Clnecrotic  Epicarmics? Y%N/, _ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: rmal U sparse teafsize: [lnormal  [8mall \ZIstakes [wirefties [signs [ cables
Annual sheot growth:  |_Jexcellent D@ge (Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N Dcurb/pavement [l guards

Woundwood development:  [lexcellent [dverage [Jpoer [Dnone lother

Vigorclass:  Dlexcellent Sdverage Ofair [ Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS =

Sile Character:  [lresidence [ icommerciat [ lindustrial [Fpark [lopenspace {1 natural LI woodiand\iorest
Landscape type:  Llparkway Llraisedbed ilcontainer Ulmound [etfawn ) shrub border [ wind break
irrigation:  [Jnone |'ladequate [Dinadequate [Texcessive  [ltrunk wettled

Recent site distutbance? Y N [ lconstruction [soil disturbance Ul orade change (line clearing T site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-60% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

%o dripline w/ lill sail: 0% 10-25% 25-00% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowerad: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil proktems: L] druinage’fl:j] shallow [.]compacted L 1droughty (Jsaling [Jalkaline Llacidic [7]small volume (] disease center [] history of fail
Liigiy  [lexpansive [lslope % aspect -

Obstructions:  [llights [Jsignage [lline-of-sight Liview [Joverheadlines (Junderground utifities [Jtraffic [ adjacent veg. [
Exposure to wind: [ single tree [ 1below canopy [Jabove canopy {Jrecently exposed [windward, canopy edge (3 area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind dirsetion: Occurrence of snowfice storms  Clnever  [seldom [ regularly
TARGET < ‘
Use Under Trez:  Clbuilding [ Tparking Lt traffic E_“Fpeﬂestuar [ recreation T1landscape [hardscape (Jsmall features [ utility fines

Canlarget be moved? Y *i[\l// Cayenﬂ gsiricled? Y ! /

Occupancy:  Joecastoral use  [Zidtermittentuse [ Jirequantuse  [lconstant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS: S
G w &/
Suspect root ml:vf N Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y 1D:
Exposed roofs:  Jsevere  [Imoderate [Tlow Undermined: [lsevere Clmoderate [Jlow

Reotpruned: _______ distance from trunk Rootareaaffected: . % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

Resiricted roat area:  Tlsevere [Omoderate [Jlow Polential for roat failure: severs - [lmoderats Clow
LEAN: ___ deg.fromvertical (Jnatural Clunnatural O self-corrected Sofl heaving: Y N

Decayinplane of fean: Y N Roals broken Y N Sui_l gracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: (lsevere [moderate Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individuat defects and rate their severily (s = severs, m = moderate, | = low}

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCGAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codorminants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight 9

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bes hive ;
Deadwoad/stubs i /
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galis/uris
Previous faitura

HAZARD RATING
Tree part most Iikely to fail: Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: annua) biannual other Size of part: 1- <§” {15 cm). 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm);

3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - 30" (75 cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasionat use; 2 intermittent use;
1 - >
i + i ¢t A= {./?- 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT '

Prung:  [Jremove defective part  [Jreduce and weight [Dcrownclean [thin [ raise canopP crownreduce (D restructure (3 shape

Failure Potentizl + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

{ahie/Brace: - Inspecl feriher: Olrootcrown Tidecay Taerial  [lmonitor

Removetlree: Y N Peplace? Y N Movelargal Y N Other
Effect on adjacenttrees:  none Uevaluate

Netification: owner [imarager [Jgoverningagency  Dale:

COMMENTS




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 24 esition

Site/Address; HAZARD RATING:

Map/Location: ) % '2—4, QQ— é;

Failure + Sizeé + Target Hazard
Owner: public private unknown otier Potential . of part Rating Rating

tun

Date: Inspector: Immediate action neaded
Date of last inspection: Needs further inspection
Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree 4. > 5_5 Species: esl Py
£
DBH: «-3 / v # of trunks: Height: Spread:

Form: [ generally symmetric  &dminor asymmetry  [Jmajor asymmetry  [Jstump sprowt 1 stag-headed
Crownclass:  [Zadfinant [ Jco-dominant  [Jintermediate [0 suppressed
Live crown ratio: % Ageclass: [Olvoung [lsemi-mature lJmature [Srover-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [} excessively thinned [ topped l'.) crewn raised [ pollarded [J crown reduced [ flush cuts L) cabled/braced
Cinone I.Imulliple pruning events Approx. dates:

Special Value: “lspecimen [ heritage/historic [Jwildlife [Junusual (O streetiree [Jscreen Clshade [lindigenous |1 protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: [ Znofmal . !lchtorotic  Tlnecrotic  Epicarmics? Y N ~ Girowth abstructions:

Foliage density: ormai [ sparse Lealsize: [Inormal  Edsmial [Istakes [lwirefties [Jsigns [icables
Annual shoot growth: | lexcellent [Bavefage [ poor  Twig Dieback? Y o [Gcourb/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development: [ excelfent m— [dpoor UClnone (Jother

Vigorclass: L excellent Zﬁé@e (Dair  [Jpoor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS :

Site Character: residence | lcommercial [ lindustrial Z],pzr( ) lopenspace [lnatural [ woodland\orest
Landscape !ywafkway (Jraisedbed Jcontainer lmound [Adawn™ |1 shrubborder L] wind break
lrrigation:  Minone ladequate (linadequate [Jexcessive  Ultrunk wettted

Recant site disturbance? Y N Llconstruction [ soif disturbance  [lgrade change {lineclearing L site clearing

‘% dripling paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 1W0-25% 25-50% 50-79% 75-100%

% dripling grade lowersd: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: ] drainags [ shallow 3 compacted Cldroughty Usafine [ alkaline ) acidic £ smail volume O disease center (] history of fail
{Zefly  [lexpansive [Jslope @ aspect:

Costructions: [llights Clsignage [Jtine-of-sight [Jview [loverhead lines [Junderground utilities (Juafiic U adjacent veg. U
Exposure to wind: [ single tree [J below canopy [ ]above canopy 1 recently exposed [ Iwindward, caropy edge (L] area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: Occurrence of snowfice storms  Tinever  [lseldom  [lregularly

TARGET T

14

Use Under Tree: (] buiiding _Jparking (Tiraffic [lpedestrian [lrecreation [Jlandscape [lhardscape [Jsmallfeatures (I utility lines
Cantarget be moved? Y {il\l/ Can usd be resiricled? Y {\_N/ /
Occupancy:  [Joccasional use  [DMmiermittentuse  Tlfrequeniuse  [Iconsiant use

The International Society of Arboricuiture assunries ng responsibility for cenclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root rut:@ Mushreom/cank/racke! present: Y @ ID:
Exposed rools: [severe [Omoderate [ low Undermined: Osevere Omoderate [low

Rootprumed: __ _ distance from trunk Rool zrea affected; % Bufiress woundad: - Y N When:

Restricted rogtarea:  [Jsevere [moderate [llow  Pofential forrool laiture: [Isevers [ moderate O low
LEAN: ___ deg. tromvertical (Jnatwral [Ousnatural [ self-corected Soilheaving: Y N
Decayinplanenflean: ¥ N Rools broken ¥ N Sni} gracking: Y N

Cempounding factors: . Lean severity: [Isevere [Imoderatle Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate prasence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN THUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow. sweep

Codominants/forks

Multipfe attachments

inciuded hark

Excessive end weight 9

Cracks/splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam <

Decay . =4

Cavity

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borersermites/ants
Cankers/gails/buris

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part mos! likely to fail; Fatlyre potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium: 3 - high; 4 - severe
Size of part: 1- <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” {15-45 cm);
3 - 18-30” (45-75 cm); 4 - >30" (75 cm)
. Target rating: 1 - occasionat uss; 2 intermittent use;
T VA S S £ 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: defective part [ reduce end weight Tlcrownclean [Jthin O raise canop® [ crown reduce [ restructure [Jshape

Inspection period: __ annual biannuat ather

Faifure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating

Cahle/Brace: tnspact fusther Clrootcrown Oldecay Daerial [ maonitor

Remove trea: Y N Replace? Y N Mave target: Y N Cther:

Effect on adjacenttrees:  [Jnone [ evaluate

Notification. Jowner [Jmanager [Jgovemingagency = Dats:

COMMENTS

#

\‘\\fs




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 24 esion

Site/Addrass: HAZARD m“i‘%:
Map/Locaticn: Z”"‘i‘ —+ pr g é
Failure + Sizze + Target = Hazard
Owner: public private unknown other Poteptial  of part Rating - Rating
Date: Inspector: Immediate action needed
Date of tast inspection: Neads further inspection
Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree 4: E_ Species: sy Py
O8H: f;i"g'g # of trunks: Height: Spread:

Form: [] generally symmetric ] minor asymmetry  [0) major asymmetry [l stumpsprowt [ stag-headed
Crown class: ={) dominant [ co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratia: %o Ageclass: [lyoung [lsemi-mature [lmature [7}over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [J excessively thinned [ tosped @ crown raised [ pollarded (3 crown reduced U flush cuts Ll cabled/braced
Ldnone [T muitiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: . 'Ispecimen [ heritage/historic Ulwildlite {Junusual (3 streettree (Tscreen [lshade [lindigenous L1 protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Fuoliage cotor: Eﬁ'nal Llehlorotic  Clnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N . Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: (Bfiormai L] sparse -eaf size: [ normal L%s.ﬁaﬁ- [dstakes (wireiies signs | lcables
Annual shoct growth; [ excellent B@; [Dpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N Cleurt/pavement [ quards

Woundwoed develapment: [ excellent lZPae{age tlpoor [none (1 other

-
Vigor class:  LJexcellent Q’févﬁrage Clfair [ 1poor
Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Characler; [Jresidence | lcommerciat [ industrial LEpa'rk/ (openspace {TTnatural []woodlandvorest

Landscape typs:  Liparkway [lraisedbed Jcontainer (Imound {(E4avn [ shrub border L3 wind break
irrigation: [Unofie [ ladequate [inadequate Dexcessive  {Hirunk wettled ‘

Recent site disturbance? Y N [lconstruction [Jseil disturbance Ulgrade change (lineclearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Pavement lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fiil soll: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: - 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: L1J dre’zi’@ge- [ shaliow {']compacted {1droughty L] saline (Jalkaline Lacidic [7]small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
idletdy  Llexpansive (lslope “  aspeck: .

Obstructions:  [llights [lsignage Llline-of-sight Ulview [loverheadlines [Junderground utiites (Jtraffic [l adjacentveg. [l
Exposure to wind: [lsingle tree [ lbelow canopy [Jabove canopy LJrecently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [Jarea prane to windthrow

Prevailing wind directica: , Occurrencs of snowdice storms Llnever Dseldom {1 reguiady

TARGET ‘

Usz Under Trae: (U building =] parking  (traffic [ pedeszrrﬂ recreation {Jlandscape [hardscape [Jsmallfeatures [ wtifity lines
o v

Cantarget be moved? Y ijly/ Can use be resiricled? Y 4

Deoupancy: [ occasional use  [#intermitientuse  [lfrequentuse  [J constant use

The International Society of Arboriculfure assumes no responsibility lor conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.



TREE DEFECTS

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root ru!:@ N Mushroom/conk/bracket presenl: Y (w

Exposed roots:  [Jsevere [moderate (Jlow Undermined: [lsevere [Omoderale low

Rootpruned: ___  distance from trunk Root areaaffecled: _ % Buftress wounded: ¥ N When:

Restricted rootarea:  (Jsevere [Imoderate [llow  Polential lorrool failure: [Jsevere Clmoderate  Olow
LEAN: __  deg. fromvertical [Jnatural Cucnatural [ sel-corrected Soif heaving: Y N
Decay in piane of lean: Y N Rootsbroken Y N Soilcracking: Y N

Compounding faclors: Leanseverity: (Jsevere [Imoderate Jlow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low)

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TAUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Bow, sweep

Codaminants/forks a2

Multiple attachments

included bark

Excessive end weigh! L
Cracks/splits ]

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/seam

Decay <>

iR

Cavity o

Conks/mushrooms/bracket

Bleeding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwoad/stubs Sy
BorersAermites/ants
Cankers/gails/burls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to fai: - _ Failure potential: 1 -low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
‘ Size of part: 1 - <6” {15 cm); 2 - 618" (15-45 cm);

inspection period: anaual biannual other 3 - 18-30" (4575 con): 4 - 5307 (75 em)
. . - 18- - nh4->
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating N Target rating: 1 - gccasio:a{ use: 2 intermitient use:
> + ? ¥ 7 = (o 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune:  [Erémove defective part LI reduce end weight [Clcrownclean Clthin [Jraise canop® i crown reduce [ restructure ([ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: Clrootcrown (ldecay Daerial T monitor

Removetrse: Y N Replace? Y N Movefargel: Y N Qther:

Efiect on adjacent trees:  [Jnone  [Jevaluate

Notification: Jowner [Imanager [Jgoverning agsncy  Data:
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Appendices 2
Aerial Inspection
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TREE TECHS

TREE CARE AND REMOVAL SPECIALIST

NI Licensed & Insured
ARBOR Phone # 797-8061

2 Proposal O Invoice . Home Phona: Date:
Name! Other Phone(s):

Address: Job Site:

City State Zip

Ui \g\ccq}“fﬁ_é /mﬁé\ircuc, Tw::) 3{1:. bec\L 'Jﬁ‘c:: [ S\TCSSLC(

dua JI'D C0ﬂ$+Fw+lu«ﬂ & Soil ¢ £ ;mvﬁc%d‘fsm
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* This proposa! is valid for 30 days.
= All work is to be completed in a professional manner according to standard practices.

* All agreements are contingent upon accidents or defays beyend our conirol.

* We are not responsible for damages to lawn during tres removal.
* When we grind a stump, it wil leave a pile of mulch. We do not haul off the mulch (unless specifiad in condract).

* We are not liable for damages to anything buried underground as a result of stump grinding
including, but not imited ta: Sprinkler Systems, Utilities, Water, Phone, Fiber, or Cable Lines.
* Payment is dus upon completion of job {unless otherwise specified}.
* We are not responsible for cracks in driveways due to heavy equipmeni.
* Cabling and bracing are for supplementai support and require yearly inspection.
* Lightning protection systems require yearly inspections. Thank You. We appreciate your business.

5-‘,..9@@\!

The above prices, specifications, and conditions ara satisfaciory and hereby accepted.

Date:

Signature:



|5

sares (R  TREE TECHS

‘TREE CARE AND REMOVAL SPECIALIST

F Licensed & Insured

| ARBORIST | Phone # 797-8061

& Proposal O Invoice Home Phone: Date:
Name: Other Phone(s): .

Address: Job Site:

City State Zip
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* This proposal is valid for 30 days.
* Alf work is fo be completed in a professional manner according to standard practicas.
* All agreements are contingent upan accidents or defays beyond our contral.
* We are nof responsible for damages to lawn during tree removal.
* When we grind a stump, it will leave a pile of mulch. We do not haul off the mulch (unless spacified in conrtract).
* We are not liable for damages te anything buried underground as a resulf of stump grinding
Including, but not limitad to: Sprinkler Systams, Utilities, Water, Phone, Fiber, or Cablz Lines.
* Payment is due upen completion of job (unless atherwise specified).
* We are noi responsible for cracks in driveways due to heavy equipment.
* Cabling and bracing are for supplemental support and require yearly inspection.

Lightning protection systams require yearly inspections. Thank Yot We appreciate your business.

The above prices, specifications, and cenditions are satisfaciory and hereby accepied.

Signature: ' Date:




‘TREE TECHS

TREE CARE AND REMOVAL SPECIALIST
Licensed & Insured

ARCOE Phone # 797-8061
O Proposal U Invoice gome Phone: Date:
Name: Other Phona(s):
Address: Job Site:
City State Zip
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* This pfoposal is valid for 30 days.
* All work is to be completed in a professional manner according {6 standard practices.

* All agresments are contingent upon accidents or delays beyond our control.

* We are not responsible for damages to lawn during tree removal.
* When we grind a stump, it will leave 2 pile of mulch, We do not haul off the mulch {unless speciiied in coniract).
“\We are not liable for damages to anything buried underground as a resulf of stump grinding

including, but not limited to: Sprinkler Systerns, Lltilities, Water, Phone, Fiber, or Cable Lines.
* Payment is due upon completion of job (unless otharwisa specified}).
* We are nof rasponsible for cracks in driveways due to heavy equipment.
* Cahling and bracing are for supplemantal support and require yearly inspection,
* Lightning protection systems require yearly inspactions,

Thank You. We appreciate your husiness.

The above prices, spacifications, and conditions are satisfactory and hereby accepted.

Date:

Signature:



